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IJOTABD2 CAS^ liAW! 


Civa Procedure Code 

ffi, Where the J. D., files an applicaiion 
to have the execution sale declared 
void, beyond 30 days from the date of 
the sale, and the decree-holder or auc- 
tion-purchaser wants to defeat file ap- 
plication by urging that the application 
should have been filed within 30 days 
of the date of the sale, should the latter 
not prove strict or express compliance 
with the provisions of O, 5, E. 19, Civil 
PC? rve-j) 

AIR 1970 Mad 271 (FB) 

2, Whether a fresh application by the 
‘judgment-debtor under S. 47 of the 
Civil P. C. is barred on the principle of 
res judicata where a previous applica- 
tion by him is merd,y dismissed in de- 
fault? See Head Note 

AIR 1970 Pat 237 (FB) 

Constitutional Law 

fibber *hr RTitmrifir trf Unk Parfefcaf 
getting honorarium imder Rajasthan 
Panchayat Samitis and Zila Parishads 


Constitutional Law (contd.) 

Act, hold ofBce of profit under the faxaie 
trovemment, within meaning of Arti- 
des 102(1) (a) and 191 (1) (a) of the 
Cobstitution? (No) 

AIR 1970 Raj 134 

Labour & Industrial Disputes Legislation 

4. S, 2-A introduced in Industrial Dis- 
putes Act by Amending Act 35 of 1965 
retrospective in operation? (No) 

AIR 1970 Mys 171 

Limitation 

5. Does S. 29(2) of the Limitation Act 
override S. 341 of the U.P. Zamindari 
Abolition & Land Reforms Act? (No) 

AIR 1970 AH 353 

Pre-emption 

6. Where a co-sharer in Punjab sells his 
share in specific part of, joint land, is 
the vendee entitled to claim right of 
^e-emption under S. 15(1) (b), Fourth- 
fr, of tfie Puni'afi Pre-emption Act, I 
of 19132 (No) 

AIR 1970 Punj 304 (FB) 


NOMINAL TABLto 


Abdul Gafur v. MustaMm Ali 

Assam 96 (C N 22) 

Abdul Gani Sarkar v. Assam Board 
of Revenue 

Assam 82 (C N 18) 

Abdul Majid v. Adai 

Assam 94 (C N 21) 

Administrator of District Board, 

Gaya v. Shri Deonath Sahay 

Pat 256 (C N 40) 

Agarwal S. L. Dr. v. General Mana- 
ger, Hindustan Steel Ltd. 

SC 1150 (C N 241) 

A. J. Faridi Dr. v. Union of India 

AU 383 (C N 60) 

Alagappa Chettiar v. PL Ct. Palani- 
appa Chettiar Mad 269 (C N 76) 

Annamalai Chettiar G. v. Controller 
of Estate Duty, Madras (Revenue) 

Mad 265 (C N 74) 

A. Sanjeevi Naidu v. State of Madras 

SC 1102 (C N 234) 

Aswini Kumar Dey v. Angur BHa 
Kundu Cal 285 (C N 56) 

Babu Ram Jagannath v. District 
Magistrate. Meerut 

. , AU 396 (C N 62) 

Balbir Singh v. Sulochana Devi 

AU 382 (C N 59) 

Bans Bahore v. State of Uttar Pra- 
desh. AU 353 (C N 54) 

Bashir Ahmad v. Government of 

Andtea Piadesh K 230) 

B«a V. Shadl ^ ^ 

(July) 1970 Indexes/1 


Bengy[ Enamel Works Ltd, v, Com- 
5?issioner of Income-tax, West 
Bengal SC 1076 (C N 228) 

Bhadnr Mimda v. Dhuchua Oraon 

, Pat 209 (C N 33) 

Bl^bai Mavjf v. Kanbi Karshan 
„ De^aj Guj 137 (C N 20) 

Board of High School and Inter- 
meqiate Education, U.P. v. Kumari 
Chittra Srivastava SC 1039 (C N 221) 

Board of Revenue, Madras v. H. B. 
Devaraj, Coonoor 

Mad 290 (C N 79) (FB) 
.Champa Kumari v. Member, Board 
of ISevenue, West Bengal 

SC 1108 (C N 235) 
Chandra Prakash v. Chatiurbhuj Das 

SC 1061 (C N 224) 
Chattbrjee B. M. v. State of West 
Bengal Cal 290 (C N 57) 

Cheradappa Pai P. v. Agricultural 
Iucc)ine-tax Officer, Puttur 

Mys 168 (C N 45) 
Chha&anji Khengarji v. State of 
Gujarat Guj 131 (C N 19) 

Chhotey V. Ram Prasad 

AU 380 (CN58) 

Chief Controlling Revenue Autho- 
rity Madras v. Abdul Jammal 

Mad 288 (C N 78) (FB) 
Comiiassioner of Expenditure Tax, 

Gujarat I v. Ambalal Sarabhai 

Guj 141 (C N 21) 

Cominissioner of Hindu Religious and 
Charitable Endowments, Mysore 
y. D. Krishna Bao 

SC 1114 (C N 236) 
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Dalim Kumar v. Nandarani 
Dassl Cal 292 CC N 58) 

Dharma Bam v. Bam Karan & State 

Bai 129 {C N 30) 
District Transport Manager. State 
Transport v. Satrughana Guru 

Orissa 121 (C N 42) 
Doraipandl Konar v. B. Simdara 
Pathar Mad 291 (C N 80) 

Dubbiah V. Lazxnlah 

Andh Pra 253 (C N 38) 
Eranna K. v. Commissioner lor 
Hindu Beligious and Charitable 
Endowment^ Bangalore 

Mys 191 (G N 48) 
Fateh Singh v. State of Punjab 

Punj 315 (C N 50) 

Frandsco Olivdra v. Piedade Almeida 

Goa S3 (C N 15) 

Garib Das v. Munshl Abdul Hamid 

SC 1033 (C N 220) 
Gemma In re Mad 262 (C N 71) 

General Manager. Eastern Kailway 
V. Jwala Prosad Singh 

SC 1Q9S (C N 232) 
Girdbarilal v. Lalchand 

Raj 145 (C N 33) 
Government of India v. Sahodra 
Devi All 357 (C N 55) 

Govinda Kadtujl Kadam v. State of 
Maharashtra SC 1033 (C N 219) 

Govlndram Mihsmal v. Cbetumal 
Villardas Bom 231 (C N 44) 

Earikumar Badhaldsan ▼. Uderam 
Bainkuwar Firm 

Bom 262 (C N 4S) 
Blias ▼. Collector of Customs, Madras 

SC 1065 (C N 225) 
Imperial Tobacco Co. of India Ltd. 

V. Deputy Labour Commissioner 

Cal 319 (C N 69) 
Jagat Bam Aryan v. Jammu and 
Kashmir State 

J & K 108 (C N 20) 
Jagat Singh r. Teja Singh 

PunJ 309 (C N 49) (FB) 
J. K. (Bombay) Private Ltd. v. New 
K^er-I-Huid Spuming and 
"Weaving Co. Ltd. 

SC 1041 (C N 222) 
J. K. Manufacturers Ltd, v. Sales 
Tax Officer, Sector H. Kanpur 

All 362 (C N 56)- (F^ 
Jaaardhana Shetty P. v- Union of 
India Mys 171 (C N 46) 

Kalusingb v. Transport Appellate 
Tribunal Baj 149 JC N 34) 

Kanshi Ram Mohan JLal v. Bhagwan 
Kaur Punj 300 (C N 46) 

Katta Subbarao v. Pokuri Sri Ramulu 

Andh Pra 258 (C N 39) 
Kelkar S. H. v. MandakiiU Bai 

Mys 163 (C N 41) 
Khushal Khemgar Shah v. Khorsbed 
Banu Dadiba Boatwalla 

SC 1147 (C N 240) 
Kouhiki Sabatani v. Raghu Sethi 

Orissa 116 (C N 41) 


Krishnan M. v. PankaJ Jethalal Sha 

Mad 259 (C H 69) 
lAchhman Singh Sunder Singh v. 

Pritam Chand Kirpa Mai 

Punj 304 (C N 48) (FB) 
X<ala Bam v. Bhajanl 

All 398 (C N 63) 

Lain Bam v. Hazi Bam 

SC 1093 (C N 231) 
Lakshminarayana v. Saraswati 

Mys 165 fC N 43) 
X^assa Baba V. Gaffar Butt 

J & K 105 (C N 19) 
Madanlal Shankar Maliwal v. State 
of Maharashtra 

Bom 249 (C N 43) 
Madhya Pradesh Mines v, Sreeram 
Durga Prasad SC 1025 (C N 216) 
Management of Advance Insurance 
Co. Ltd. V. Shri Gurudasinal 

SC 1126 (C N 23S) 
ManoTiarlal Verma v. State of 
Madhya Pradesh 

Madh Pra 131 (C N 27) 
li^trala Raiagopalam v. Vemuri 
Venkata Subba Bao 

Andh Pra 269 (C N 41) 
Manubhal Kikabbal and Co., Bom- 
bay V. BabaJee Rajaram 

Bom 267 (C N 46) 

Mezion P. S, v. State of Kerala 

^Ker 165 fC N 27) (FB) 
Muna Kuar v. Lala Prasad Singh 

Pat 219 (C N 36) 

Nagreddy v. Khandappa 

Mys 166 (C N 44) 
Kaodlal Shankarlal v. Laxman 
Umakant Bom 268 (C N 47) 

Narayanaswand Reddiar K. v. T. 
Kolandaivelu Cbettiar 

Mad 267 (C N 75) 
Narayan Chandra Mukherji v. State 
of Madhya Pradesh 

Madh Pra 132 (C N 28) 
Oudh Sugar Mills Ltd. v. Union of 
India SC 1070 (C N 226) 

Panchayat Board, Karumandi-ChelU- 
'p^ayajD "v. Enrtthor id Bunil 
Development, Madras 

, , „ , Madras 263 (C N 72) 

Fannalal Raizikumar and Co.. 

Coimbatore v. Income-tax Officer, 

City Grcle H, Cotobatore 
_ Mad 264 (C N 73J 

Parasurama Odayar v. Appadural 
Chetty 

^ ^ Mad 271 (C K 77) (FB) 

Pattabiraman P. v. Parijatham 
Ammal Mad 257 (C N 68) 

Praduman Kumar v. Girdhaii Singh 

Bai I3I (C N 31) 
Pushpabai Shankerlal v. Official 
liquidator. Sholapur Oil Ltd. 

Bom 271 (C N 48) 

Bajendra Sareen v. Slate of Haryana 

Delhi 132 (C N 31) 
Ba m a ch andra Rao P. v. N. Subra- 

Mys 164 (C N 42) 
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Ramedi Chandra v. Union of India 

Delhi 129 (C N 30) 
Rameswar Goenka v. Income-tax 
Officer ‘A’ Ward, Shiilong 

Assam 84 (C N 19) 
Ram Jiwan Singh v. State of Bihar 

Pat 253 (C N 39) (FB) 
Ram Kanwar v. State 

Puni 301 (C N 47) 
Ram Murti v. State of Haryana 

SC 1029 (C N 218) 
Rehmanmiya Mustafamiya v. State 
of Gujarat SC 1072 (C N 227) 

Revenue Divisional Officer Guntur 
T. Vasireddy Rama Bhanu Bhupal 

Andh Pra 262 (C N 40) (FB) 
Rosario Rodrigues v. W. G. Renadive 

Goa 94 (C N 16) 

Sada Kaur v. Bakhtawar Singh 

Puni 289 (C N 44) (FB) 
Sampat Prakash v. State of Jammu 
and Kashmir 

SC 1118 (C N 237) 
Sarjug Singh v. Baasth Singh 

Pat 237 (C N 37) (FB) 
Saroj Kumar v. Chairman, Orissa 
State Electricity Board 

Orissa 126 (C N 43) 

Sheo Narayan Singh v. Ambica Singh 

Pat 246 (C N 38) (FB) 
Siddoji Rao B. v. State of Mysore 

Mys 162 (C N 40) 

Sidramappa v, Rajashetty 

SC 10S9 (C N 223) 
Sikku V. State of Assam 

Assam 91 (C N 20) (FB) 
Sisir Kumar Mohanty v. State of 
Orissa Orissa 113 (G N 40) 

Sree Meenakshi Mills Ltd. v. 

Labour Court, Madurai 

Mad 260 (C N 70) 


Siinivasan K. H. v. State of Mysok 

, Mys 185- (C NS 

State of Madras v. H.. R. Krishna- 
swami Naidu SC 1027 (C N 217) 

State of Rajasthan v. Fateh Chand 

SC 1099 (C N 233) 


Subhas Chandra Paid. v. University 
of Calcutta Cal 282 (C N 55) 

Suchet Singh v. State of J. & EL 

J & K 112 (C N 21) 
Surya Vijoy Singh v. State of Bihar 

Pat 213 (C N 35) 

Tadepalli Ram Rathnam v. Kantheti 
Varadarai ulu 

Andh Pra 246 fC N 37) 
Ted Steven Chimel v. State of Cali- 
fornia USSC 52 (C N 8) 

Twyford Tea Co, Ltd v. State of 
Kerala SC 1133 (C N 239) 

Umrao Singh Dhabariya v. Yashwant 
Singh Nahar Raj 134 (C N 32) 

Union of India v. Kedar Prasad 

Pat 212 (C N 34) 

jyazirboo Kmbanhussain v. Kesha v 
Narshidas 

Bom 242 (C N 42) 
i5!eeral alias Kanal In re 

Mad 298 (C N 81) 


yenkata Siva Subbrayanam v. State 
of Andhra Praderii 

SC 1079 (C N 229) 
yinayak Datta Durbhatkar v. State 

Goa 96 (C N 17) 
yishnawati v. Bhagwat Vithu 
Chowdhry All 389 (C N 61) 

Wire Netting Stores v. Regional 
Provident Fimds Commissioner 

Delhi 143 (C N 32) 
Kila Parishad, Budaun v. Brahma 
Risbi Sharma 

All 376 (C N 57) (FB) 


SUBJECT 

Andhra Pradesh (Telangana Area) Ten- 
ancy and Agricultural Lands Act (21 of 
1950) 

See under Tenancy LavTS 

^Aggnm Co-operativ© Societies Act 194S 
(1 of 1950) 

See under Co-operative Societies 

Assam Fisheries Buies 

■ ^R. 12 — Rule is validly enacted -- 

See Tenancy Laws — Assam Land and 
Revenue Regulation (1 of 1^6), S. 16^^ 
Assam 91 A (C N 20) (FB) 

• ^R. 12 — Jurisdiction imder R. 12 is 

latent — See Constitution of India, Arh- 

Assam 91 B (C N 20) (FB) 

Assam High Court Buies and Orders 
See under High Court Eules and Orders 


INDEX 

Assam Land and Bevenue Begulation (1 
of 1886) 

See under Tenancy Laws 

Bihar and Orissa Local Self-Government 
Act (Bengal Act 3 of 1885) 

*— S. 138 — Rules under Rr. 93, 94 and 
303 •— Registered lease of land of value 
of more than Rs. 500/- by Chairman of 
District Board is void — Lessee gets no 
rights over land by virtue of the lease 
deed, (Point conceded) 

Pat 256 B (C N 40) 

Bihar Land Reforms (Fixation of Ceiling 
Area and Acquisition of Surplus Land) 
Act, 1961 (12 of 1962) 

See under Tenancy Laws 

Bihar Tenancy Act (8 of 1885) 

See under Tenancy Laws 
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Bihar Town Hanning and Lnprovtmenf 
Trust Act (35 of 1951) 

S. 32 — Power of State Govenmient 

to set aside order or resolution passed by 
trust — Qcerdse of 

Pat 213 (C N 35) 

Bombay Court Fees Act (3C of 1959) 

See under Court Fees and Suits Valua- 
tions 

Bombay Bents, Ilotcl and Lodging Hooso 
Rates Control Act (57 of 1947) 

See under Bouses and Rents 
Cantonments Act (2 of 1924) 

S. 280 — Person already holding dfa 

in cantonment land — Grant of lease in 
his favour — Providons of Rr, 16 to 26 
cannot be Invoked ~ Rule 27 Is attracted 
All 357 A (C N 65) 

— ' S . 280 — Grant of lease Is discretion- 
ary — Applicant has no absolute right to 
the grant of such lease. Civil Misc. Writ 
Petn. No. 1744 of 1967. D/- 6-4-1968 (All), 
Reversed All 357 B (C N 55) 

Cantonments Land Administration Roles 
(1337) 

— Rr. 16 to 27 — Person already hold- 
ing site in cantonment land — Grant of 
lease in his favour — Provisions of Rr. 16 
to 26 cannot be ln\*oked — R. 27 Is at- 
tracted ~ See Cantonments Act (1924), 
S. 280 AU 357 A (C N 55) 

^R. 27 — Grant of lease Is discretion- 
ary — Applicant has no absolute right to 
the grant of such lease. C bL W. P. 
No. 1744 of 1967, D/- &-4-1968 (All). Re- 
versed — See Cantonments Act (1924) 
S. 280 AU 357 B (C N 55) 

C. F. and Berar bloney-Lendexa Act (13 
of 1934) 

See under Debt Laws. 

Civil Procedure Code © of 1908) 
——Preamble — Interpretation of Sta- 
tutes — Fiscal Statutes — See Court Fees 
and Suits Valuations «-> Court Fees Act 
(1870), preamble 

^—Preamble. S. 96 — Interpretation ol 
Statute — Rl^t to appear and defend 
suit is substantive — Can be taken away, 
by Legislature retrospectively 

. .. Bom 242 B (C N 42) 

Pre. — Interpretation of Statutes — • 
Provisions must be read as far as posdble 
with a view to their validity and not to 
render them Invalid 

SC 1126 C (C N 238) 
—Pre. — InterpretaUon of Statutes — 
General and local law, Incondstency be- 
tween — See limitation Act (1908). Sec- 
lion 29^] (b) AU 353 (C N 5^ 


CivU P, a (contd.) 

—Pre. — InterpretaUon of Statutes — 
Remedial statute 

AU 376 D (C N 57) (FB) 

• Pre. — Interpretation of Statutes — 

proviso — Effect of, on enactment 

Andh Pra 246 A (C N 37) 
— Pre. — Interpretation of Statutes — 
Retrospectivifer of statute — Principles 

Cal 285 (C N 561 
—Pre. — Interpretation of Statutes — 
Doubtful meaning — Meaning of doubt- 
ful word is known by company it keeps 
and by reference to words associated with 
It Madh Pra 132 E (C K 28) 

—Pre, — Interpretation of Statutes — 
Use of "shaU” and "may" In same provl- 
idoa Mad 271 B (C N 77) (FB) 

—Pre. — Interpretation of Statutes — 
Preamble — Purpose of Preamble — Con- 
flict between Preamble and Section — 
Section prevails — See Industrial Dis- 
putes Act (1947), S. 2-A 

Mys 171 A (C N 46) 
•—Pre. — Literpretation of Statutes — 
Ultra vires — Meaning of — To say that 
section of Act Is ultra 'vires the Act Is 
ndsnomer Mys 171 B (C N 46) 

—Pre. — Interpretation of Statutes — 
Retrospective operation — Principles In- 
dicated Mys 171 E (C N 461 

—Pre. — Judicial precedents — Sub- 
ordinate Courts must follow deddon of 
Division Bench In preference to that of 
dngle Judge Ra] 131 B (C N 31) 

•—Pre. — Precedents Conflicting de- 
cisioas of Benches In one High Coiirt — 
Subsequent Bench can choose between 
them to support the ■view It takes 

Andh Pra 246 D (C N 37) 
•—Pre. — Precedents — A case cannot 
be an authority on a question of fact 

Cal 292 C (C N 58) 
—Pre. — Validity of an Act or Section 
of an Act — Tests, Indicated 

Mys 171 C (C N 46) 
— — S. 2 (2) — • Decree Order made 
during 'wmd^ng up of & Company and 
which Is enforceable has the force of a 
decree Bom 271 C (C N 48) 

— — S. 9 — Mbunal — Jurisdiction — 
Vires of statutory rule — Cannot be dial- 
Jenged before statutory tribunal 

AU 362 C (C K 56) (FB) 

«■ - S . 0 Bar to jurisdiction of CivU 
Court under S. 79 (2) of Assam Co-opera- 
•Uve Societies Act (1 of 1950) — Bar does 
not operate where question of juiisdlo- 
tion regarding sublect matter of suit is 
Involved — See CivU P. a (1908). O. 39, 

R 1 Assam 96 (C N 22) 

— — S. 9 — Question whether a -person Is 
"Mundkar” as defined In Art. 2 of Legis- 
lative Order No. 1952 — Civil Court can 
decide — See Legislative Order No. 1952, 

S. 6 Goa 93 (C N 15) 

■ -3. IT. O. 41, R I — Plea of res judi- 
cata Not raised In pleadings or in 
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Civil P. C. (contd.) 

issues — New plea in appeal — Waiver 
not proper reason for refu^K — But res 
judicata if not raised properly in plead- 
ings or issues — ffigh Court is justified in 
refusing it 

Andh Pra 258 A (C N 39) 
S. 11 — Ees judicata between co- 
defendants — Held on facts that dismis- 
sal of appeal on compromise against some 
of the respondents did not attract the 
principle of res judicata 

Pat 219 A CC N 36) 

» — S . 11 — Ees judicata between co- 
defendants — Doctrine of — ■ Requisites 
Pat 219 B (C N 36) 
• Ss, II, 47 — Ees judicata — Appli- 

cability to execution proceedings — Prin- 
ciples of res juciicata and constructive 
res judicata apply to execution proceed- 
ings — Application by judgment-debtor 
under Sea 47 dismissed in default — > 
Fresh application not barred — AIR 1947 
Pat 298, partly Overruled. Reasoning of 
Rai, J. in AIR 1950 Pat 354 Not approved; 
AIR 1955 Orissa 81 & AIR 1961 Orissa 
86; AIR 1964 Orissa 107 & AIR 1967 

Orissa 38, Dissented from 

Pat 237 (C N 37) (FB) 
» — -S . 20 (c) — Notice under S. 80 does 
not form cause of action — Place of send- 
ing notice does not give jurisdiction to 
Court of that place to entertain suit. AIR 
1956 Assam 85, Dissented from; AIR 1953 
Cal 235, held, impliedly overruled by 
AIR 1960 Cal 391 — See Civil P. C, 
(1908), S. 80 Pat 212 (C N 34) 

— — S. 47 — ■ Principles of res judicata 
and constructive res judicata apply to 
execution proceedings — See Civfi P. C. 
(1908), S. 11 Pat 237 (C N 37) 

— — Ss. 80, 20(c) — Notice imder S. 80 
does not form cause of action — Place of 
sending notice does not give jvtrisdiction 
to Court of that place to entertain suit. 
AIR 1956 Assam 85, Dissented from; AIR 
1953 Cal 235, held, impliedly overruled 
by AIR 1960 Cal 391 

Pat 212 (C N 34) 

S. 96 — ! See Gvil P. C. (1908). Pre, 

Bom 242 B (C N 42) 

• — -S. 96 Trial Court’s dedaon based 
solely on appreciation of title deeds md 
oral evidence as to possession — First 
appellate . court can disturb the finding on 
reassessment of the evidence, document- 
ary and or^ — Plea that the . appellate 
court did not have the advantage of ob- 
serving the demeanour of witnesses re- 
jected Pat 209 B (C N 33) 

■ S. 103 *— Lower Courts not conrider- 

ing questions arising for decision ^ — High 
Comrt in second appeal considered the 
same Pat 256 F (C N 40) 

S. 114 — Judicdal or quasi-judicial 

proceedings — No inherent power to re- 
view apart from statute r— ? Statute not 


Civil P. C. (contd.) 

providing for review — Power cannot' 
assumed to exist 

Madh Pra 131 A (C N 27) 

S, 115 — Coxirt subordinate to High 

Court — Authority appointed under Sec- 
tion 15 of Payment of Wages Act is not 
Court subordinate to High Coxui:, AIR 
1946 Lah 316 and AIR 1951 Pat 140, Dis- 
sented from Orissa 121 A (C N 42) 

■ S, 141, O, 5, R. 19, O. 21, R. 66; O. 48, 

R. 2 — ^Execution proceedings — Service of 
notice under O. 21, R. 66 — Order 5, 
Rule 19 applies Mad 271 A (C N 77) 

• S. 151 — Grant of temporary injunc- 

tion ex parte tmder S, 151 No appeal 
lies. (Obiter) 

All 376 C (C N 57) (FB) 

■ S. 151 — Judicial or quasi-judicid. 

proceedings — No inherent power to re- 
view apart from statute — Statute not 
providing for review power cannot be as- 
sumed to exist — See Civil P. C. (1908), 

S. 114 Madh Pra 131 A (C N 27) 

O. 1, R, 10 — Provision not applicable 

to reference proceedings tmder Land Ac- 
quisition Act — See Land Acquisition 
Act (1894), Section 18 

Pat 209 A (C N S3) 

• O. 2, R. 2 — Cause of action in sub- 

sequent smt different — Relief asked for 
in subsequent suit not one which coiild 
have been asked for in earlier suit •— 
Subsequent suit is not barred 

SC 1059 (C N 223) 

O. 3, R. 4 — Concession by Advocate- 

General at the hearing in High Court — 
Held did not oblige State Government to 
frame separate rules in respect of each 
individual religious institution under 
Section 76 of the Madras Hindu Religious 
and Charitable Endowments Act 

SC 1X14 E (C N 236) 

— — O. 5, R. 19 — Service of notice under 
O. 21, R. 66 — Mode — O, 5, R. 19 applies 

— See Civil P, C. (1908), S. 141 

Mad 271 A (C N 77) 

O. 5, R. 19 — Interpretation of Sta- 
tutes — Use of "shall” and "may” in 
same provision — See Civil P. C. (1908), 
Pre. Mad 271 B (C N 77) 

O. 5, R. 19; O. 21, R. 66; O. 21, R. 90 

— Limitation Act (1908), Article 166 — 
Application to declare ex parte execution 
sale void — Application filed beyond 30 
days from date of sale — Defence of bar 
of limitation under Art 166 — Strict com- 
pliance with provirions of O. 5, E. 19 must 
be proved — Express, dedaration of due 
sendee required. AIR 1940 Mad 213 & 
AIR 1943 Mad 55 & AIR 1944 Mad 193, 
Overruled Mad 271 D (C N 77) (FB) 

O. 5, R, 20(2) — Substituted service 

IS as eSectual as personal service — Ex- 
planation to Art. 123 is neither a substi- 
tute for O. 5, R. 20 (2) nor operates as a 
limitation to that sub-rule — See Lum- 
tation Act (1963), Art 123, Expln. 

Punj 300 (C N 46] 



SUBJECT INDEX. &. X'E. 1970 JULY 


Civfl P. C (contd.) 

■ O. 6, R- 2 — Pleading Party can- 

not travel beyond pleading so as to make 
a new case — Buie however is not InQe- 
sible Cal 292 H (C N 58) 

■ O. 6, R. 2 — Election petition — New 
case cannot be put up at time of argu- 
ment — See Representation of the People 
Act (1951), S. 83 

Rai 134 D (C N 32) 
— — O. 6, R 17 — Amendment Introduc- 
ing new case in written statement — Ad- 
missibility Goa 93 C (C N 15) 

— O. 7. R 7 — No claim for mesne pro- 
fits from the date of the suit made in 
plaint — Mesne profits cannot be award- 
ed in appeal to Sumemc Court — - Plain- 
tifi’s remedy is to take separate steps 
according to law 

SC 1059 B (C N 223) 

■ O. 9, R 13 — Starting point imder 

Art 166 of limitation Act of 1908 
Prom date of sale and not from date of 
J. D.*s subsequent knowledge — Cases of 
application tmder O. 9. R 13. Civil P. C. 
compared — See limitation Act (1908). 
Art . 166 Mad 271 C (C N 77) <FB) 

— O. 14, R 2 — Issues of pure law 
Dedslon of case or part thereof, possible 
on determination of such issues — Court 
must dedde them first — Observations to 
AIR 1963 Ba] 100, Dissented Craim 

« « „Rai 131 A (C N 31) 

"’ ■■■O. 14. R 3 Pleadings — Party can- 
not travel beyond pleadings so as to make 
s new case — See Civil P. C (1908). O. 6. 
R. 2 Cal 292 E (C N 58) 

*■ ■ "O. 14, R 5 — Addidonal Issues on 
material brought out during evidence 

Rai 134 A (C N 32) 
» O. 18. R 15 — Suit on ordinary origi- 
nal side of High Court — Trial remaining 
Incomplete by death of Judge — Trial 
cannot be continued from that stage by 
another Judge Both parties inviting 
Judge in second trial to use evidence 
taken before the late Judge — Such evi- 
dence becomes admisrible 

Cal 292 A (C N 58) 
— O. 20, R 12 — CUdm for mesne 
profits •— Adverse possession not proved 
M Suit not maintainable 

Mys 164 B (C N 42) 

■ O. 21, R 66 — - Execution proceed- 
ings — Service of notice under O. 21, 
R 66 — Mode of — O. 6. R 19 applies — 
See aril P. a (1908). S, 141 

Mad 271 A (C N 771 

■ O. 21, R 68 — Application to declare 
es parte execution sie void — Applica- 
tion filed beyond 30 days from date of 
sale — Defence of bar of limitation under 
Art 166 — Strict compliance with provl- 
dons of O. 5. R 19 must be proved — See 
aril P. a (1908). O. 5, R 19 

Mad 271 D (C N 77) (FB) 

» ■ — O. 21. R 84 •— Execution — Date of 
sale — Date of actual sale by officer con- 
ducting sale and date of acceptance of hid 


Chnl P. C. (contd.) 

by Court Itself when relevant AIR 1031 
Cal 583 & AIR 1940 Oudh 261 & AIR 
1935 Oudh 131, Dissented 

All 398 (C N 63) 

» O. 21, R 90 — Application to declare 
ex parte execution sale void — Applica- 
tion filed beyond 30 days from date cf 
sale — Defence of bar of limitation under 
Art. 166 — Strict compliance with provi- 
eions of O. 5, R 19 must be proved — See 
Gvil P. C. (1908). O. 5, R 19 

Mad 271 D (C N 77) (FB) 

» " O. 22 — Provisions not applicable to 
reference proceedings under T^n d Acqui- 
rition Act — See Land Acquirition Act 
a894). S. 18 

Pat 209 A (C N 33) 

» O. 22, R 3 — Death of applicant — 
Claim imder Workmen's Compensation 
Act (1923) for compensation — No time 
limit for bringing heirs on record to con- 
tinue application — Order 22 and Limita- 
tion Act have no application to such ap- 
plications Bom 267 B (C N 46) 

O. 23. R 1 — Suit Instituted In forma 

pauperis — Court refusing leave — Plain- 
tlfi striking off certain reliefs for want of 
funds — Pl^tifl subsequently getting 
func^ >— Amendment of plaint to todude 
the reliefs ordered — Striking oS reliefs 
to the case, was not giving up reliefs 
within the meaning of O. 23. R 1 

Mys 163 (C N 41) 
O. 23, R 1(2) — Probate procee^ng 

— Peinfisrion to withdraw and file^a 

fresh pro c eeding sought — Court perrait- 
ting withdrawal but refusing permission 
to file fresb proceeding — Such splitting 
Is not permi.’rible . . 

All 382 (C N 69) 

» O. 33. R 1 — Suit In forma pauperis 

— Intentional su pp re s sion of property 

owned by plaintiff, to show his pauper- 
lan — PlaintifE, held, not entitled to sue 
as pauper M^ 269 (C N 76) 

. O. S3. R 1 — Suit instituted fa forma 
pauperis — Court refusing leave — Pldn- 
tlfl striking off certain reliefs for want of 
funds — Plaintiff eufaseouently getting 
funds — Amendment of plaint to Include 
the reliefs ordered — Strildng off reliefs 
to the case, was not giving up reliefs 
witiiin the meaning of O. 23, R 1 — See 
aril P, a (1908), O. 23. R 1 

Mys 163 (C N 41) 

" ■ O. 33, R 6 fd) — •’Cause of action" 

•— Meaning — Words imply good and 
subsisting cause of action 

J & K 108 (C N 20) 

— O. 39. R 1 — Injunctioa granted ex 
parte under O. 39 — Order is appealable 

— See Gvil P. C. (1908). O. 43. R 1 (r) 

All 376 A (C N 57) (FB) 

« O. 39. R 1 •— Appeal f r om ex parte 
order — Fresh evidence — Admissibility 

— See aril P. C. (1008), O. 41. R. 27 

AH 376 B (C N 57) (FB) 
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CSva P. C. (confd.) 

— O. 39, R 1 — Grant of temporary 
injunction ex parte under S. 151 ■ — No 
appeal lies — See Civil P. C. (1908), 
3. 151 AH 376 C (C N 57) (FB) 

; O. 39, R. 1 and S. 9 — Interim in- 

jxmction — On facts, hel4 that injury 
ikely to arise from refusing injunction 
ivould be greater than that likely to arise 
Erom granting it — Hence, injunction 
jrder was proper 

Assam 96 (C N 22) 

O. 39, R, 2 — Injunction granted ex 

oarte rmder O. 39 — Order is appealable 
-See CivH P. C. (1908), O. 43. R. l(r) 
All 376 A (C N 57) (FB) 

■ O. 39, R. 2 — Appeal from ex parte 

arder — Fresh evidmce — Admissibility 
— See avR P, C. (1908), O. 41. R. 27 

All 376 B (C N 57) (FB) 

O. 41, R. 1 — Plea of res judicata — 

Not raised in pleadings or in issues — • 
New plea in appeal — Waiver not propCT 
reason for refusing — But res judicata if 
not raised properly in pleadings or issues, 
Eigh Court is justified in refusing it — ^ 
3ee avil P. C.‘ (1908), S. 11 

Andh Pra 258 A (C N 39) 

O. 41, R. 11 — Summary dismissal of 

ipneal — Not necessary to write a judg- 
ment of detailed order — Civil Cir. 51 of 
1890 (Bom.) does not affect interpretation 
3f Rule 11 Bom 268 (C N 47) 

O. 41, R. 27 — Appeal from ex parte 

nrder passed under O. 39, Rr. 1 and 2 — 
Fresh evidence: — ‘Admissibility 

All 376 B (C N 57) (FB) 

O. 43, R. 1 (r) — • Injunction granted 

ex parte Under O. 39 — Order is appeal- 
able. 1960 All LrJ 124, Overrilled 

AU 376 A (C N 57) (FB) 

O. 47, R. 5 — Order passed by two 

Judges of High Court — One of them re- 
tiring — Review against order — O. 47, 

R. 5 does not in term apply — See High 
Court Rules and Orders — M, P. High 
Comt Rules, Chap. 1, R. 3 

Madh Pra 131 B (C N 27) 

O. 48, R. 2 — Service of notice under 

O. 21, R. 66 — O. 5, R. 19 applies by vir- 
tue of O. 48, R. 2 — See Civil P. C. (1908), 

S. 141 Mad 271 A (C N 77) 

— -O. 49. R. 3(4) — Ordinary original 
civil jurisdiction of High Court — O. 18, 
R. 15 does not apply by virtue of O. 49, 
R. 3(4) — See Gvil P. C. (1908). O. 18, 
R. 15 Cal 292 A (C N 58) 

CIVIL SERVICES 

—Conditions of Service of Union Terri- 
tories Employees Rules, 1959 
- — ^R. 2, Proviso 2 — "Competent” « 
Meaning — See Constitution of India, 
Art 309 Delhi 129 (C N 30) 

—Punjab Civil Services Rules 

— VoL 1, R. 3.17 — Government has 
power to transfer a Government servant 
from one post to another and to retrans- 


Civil Services — Punjab Civil Servi) 
Rules (contd.) 

fer him to the post on which he held a 
hen — See Constitution of India, Art 309 
_ , Punj 315 B (C N 50) 

•— — Vol. n, R. 5.9 (b) — Notice of dis- 
charge envisaged by the Rule is conse- 
quent upon "the reduction of an establish- 
ment” cont^plated under R. 5.7 of the 
Rules _ — Discharge from service without 
reduction of establishment — Order ter- 
minating his service by one month’s 
notice quashed Delhi 132 D (C N 31) 

*-~Pnniab Public Relations Department 
(Gazetted) Service Rules (1958) 


«— R. 10(1) — Expression "permanent 
vacancies” — Meaning of — See Consti- 
tution of India, Art. 309 Proviso 

Delhi 132 A (C N 31] 

• ^R. 10(3) Proviso _ — Servant appointed 

on probation — Expiry of maximum pro-r 
bation period — No express order of con- 
firmation passed — Effect — See Consti- 
tution of India, Art 311 

Delhi 132 B (C N 31) 

•—Railway Establishment Code 

VoL I, Rules 1703 to 1713 — Proce- 
dure under — ■ No scope in Rules for 
member being guided by impression 
formed by him about witness — No prin- 
ciple of natural justice is violated when 
one member of Committee is substituted 
by another during enquiry 

SC 1095 (C N 232) 

—Rajasthan Ministerial Staff Rules (1957) 

- — R r. 7 to 12 — Qualifications for re- 
cruitment under rides 

SC 1099 B (C N 233) 
— R. 7 — Government Order D/- 5-3- 
1964 — Lower Division Clerks appointed 
prior to 1957 on temporary basis — Order 
giving ^ch servants two chances to pass 
examination under Rule 7 for recruitment 
— Order directing their services to be 
terminated in case of their failure — Order 
is within competence of Government 
imder Rule 7 

SC 1099 C (C N 233) 
— R. 7, Proviso 2 — Amendment of in 
1969. dispensing with passing of examina- 
tion is not retrospective 

SC 1099 D (C N 233) 


-Rajasthan Service Rules (1951) 

• ^R. 23-A — Interpretation of — Tem- 

porary Government servant — Essential 
qualifications for claiming protection of 
Rule 23-A (2) in matter of termination 
of his service — Failure to pass examina- 
tion prescribed under Ride 7. Ministerial 
Staff Rules — Servant not entitled to 
benefit of Rule 23-A (2) — Termination 
of service in accordance with Rule 23-A 
(1) is vaHd. ILR (1967) 17 Raj 50. Re- 
^ed SC 1099 A (C N 233) 


»* 
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Companies Act (1 of 193S) 

Ss. 391, 392— Scheme framed by Court 

for company, to pay off creditors — Sche- 
me to be Interpreted in mann er as busi- 
nessmen would do — Group of share- 
holders undertakes to run bu^ess of 
company by finandns — It cannot be 
made to provide finance from their own 
pockets — Workins of business found 
commercially unprofitable for reasons be- 
yond control of these share-holders — 
Court can order winding up of company 
SC 1041 A (C N 222) 
— S. 391 — Scheme for payment of cre- 
ditors, has statutory force and is binding 
on creditors and share-holders — So long 
as company is carrying out the sdieme* 
no winding up order can be passed — 
Sdieme does not create new debts 

SC 1041 C (C N 222) 
— - S. 391 — Sanctioned scheme does not 
become part of companies constitution 

SC 1041 D (C N 222) 

■ S . 392 — See Companies Act (1956). 
S. 391 

■ S a. 392, 528, 529 — WindIng-up order 

— Effect — Properties of company to be 

applied In satisfactioa of liabilities paxi 
passu SC lOa £ (C N 222) 

— S. 528 — Winding up order — Effect 

— Properties of company to be applied 
In satisfaction of liabilities pari passu ~ 
See Companies Act (1956). S. 392 

SC 1041 E (C N 218) 
S . 629 — Winding up order — Effect 

— Properties of company to be applied 
in satisfaction of labilities pari passu — > 
See Companies Act (1956), S. 392 

SC 1041 E (C N 218) 
— S. 634 — Winding up of Company — 
Order made capable of valuation In terms 
of money — It has the force of a decree 
Bom 271 E (C N 48) 

Conditions of Service of Union Territories 


Constitution of America (Fonrih Amend- 
ment and Fourteenth Amendment) 
(contd.) 

without warrant — Contravention of 4tli 
and 14th Amendments of American Con- 
stitution — See Constitution of India, 
Art. 19 a) 0) 

USSC 52 (C N 8) 

Constitution of India 
— Pre. — Taring statutes — Interpreta- 
tion — Constitutional validity — Vlolatioa 
of Art 14. 19 or 301 — Power to strike 
down is to be exercised with dreum- 
«»ctlon J & K 112 B (C N 21) 

•——Pre. — Ultra vires — Meai^ig of — 
To say that Section of Act Is ultra vires 
the Act is misnomer — See Civil P, C. 
(1908). Preamble Mys 171 B (C N 46) 
-—Pre. — Civil P. a (1908), Preamble 

— Validity of an Act or Section of an 
Act — Te^ indicated — See Civil P. C. 
0908). Preamble 

Mys 171 C (C N 46) 
•—Art 14 — Kerala Plantation (Addi- 
tional 1^) Act (17 of 19601 as amended 
by Kerala Flotation (Additional Tax) 
Amendment Act (19 of 1967) — Validity 

— Act does not contravene Art 14 — (Per 

Maiorlty — Shelat and Grover, JJ. 
contra) SC 1133 (C N 239) 

—Art 14 — Article 14 cannot be in- 
voked in respect of action taken at a time 
when the Article stood suspended by 
order of President tmdar Art 359 (1) 

AU 383 A (C N 60) 
Art 14 — . Action according to 
law against defaulter — That on earlier 
occasion similar action had not been 
taken in respect of similar default — 
Art 14 is not attracted 

AU 383 B (C N 60) 
—Art 14 — Provisions not imconstitu- 
tional on ground of discrimination 

AU 398 (C N 62) 


Employees Buies, 1959 
See under Ciril Services 
Constitution (Application to J. St K.) 
Amendment Order (1959) 

^Para 2 — Art 370 never ceased to 

apply to Jammu and Kashmir — Exten- 
sion of period under Art 35(c) from five 
to ten years is valid — See Constitution 
of India. Art 370 SC 1118 A (C N 237) 

Constitution (Application to J. & K.) 

Amendment Order (1964) 

—Para 2 — Art 370 never ceased to 
apply to Jammu and Kashmir — Erien- 
eon of period under Art 35(c) from 5 
to 15 years Is valid — See Constitution of 
India, Art 370 SC 1118 A (C N 237) 
Constitution of America (Fourth Amend- 
ment and Fourteenth Amendment) 
-^—American case — Arrest of person in 
bis home — Seardi of the whole house 


—Art. 34 — B. 12 of Assam Fisheries 
Buies is not xiltra vires Art 14 — See 
Tbanauy Zavrr — Zrfuvf dinf J?<£Ve^ 

nue Begulation (1 of 1886). S. 16 

Assam 91 A (C N 20) (FB) 
—Art. 14 — S. 7-A of Employees’ Pro- 
vident Funds Act (1952) does not violate 
Art 14 Delhi 143 B (C N 32) 

——Art 14 — ^Proridott forbids class legis- 
lation and not reasonable classification — 
Burden of proof — T’axing statute 

. J & K 112 D (C N 21) 
Art 14 — Taxing statutes — J. & K. 
Passenger Taxation Act (12 of 1963). Sec- 
tion 10 — Notification No. S. R, O. 42, 
D/- 24-2-1964 (J. & K.) exempting pas- 
soigers traveUing ^ Government run 
city buses, not discriminatory 

J & K 112 E (C N 21) 
——Art 14 — Equality law between Stale 
and subject — State can be treated as a 
separate class in trade and commerce 

. J fis K 112 F (C N 21) 
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Constitution of India (contd.) 

■ Art. 14 — Industrial Disputes Act 

(1947), S. 2-A — Section is not violative of 
Art. 14 — See Industrial Disputes Act 
(1947). S. 2-A Mys 171 D (C N 46) 

•—Art, 16 ■ — Integration of Magistrates 
vrith civil judiciary ■ — Creation of separate 
cadre and separate rules for them — No 
violation of Art. 16 — See States Re- 
organisation Act (1956), S. 115 (5) 

Ker 165 P (C N 27) (FB) 

• Arts. 19, 245 — Employees’ Provident 

Funds Act (1952), S. 19-A — Power to 
make gener^ orders and provisions for 
future application — Section not imcon- 
stitution^ on ground of excessive and un- 
canalised delegation of power to Central 
Government by legislature. AIR 1957 Cal 
702, Dissented from Delhi 143 F (C N 32) 

• Art. 19 — J. & K. Passenger Taxation 

Act (12 of 1963) — Imposition of tax con- 
templated by the Act — Does not amount 
to restriction on trade and commerce and 
is not violative of Arts. 301, 304 and 19 
•— See Constitution of India, Art 301 

J & K 112 A (C N 21) 
—Arts. 19 (1) (f), 20 (3) — American 
case — Arrest of person in his home — 
Search of the whole house without warrant 
— Contravention of 4th and 14th Amend- 
ments of American Constitution — (Cri- 
minal P. C. (1898), S. 96) — (Constitution 
of America, Fourth Amendment and 
Fotuteenth Amendment). (1947) 331 US 
145 = 91 L Ed 1399 = 67 S Ct 1098 & 
(1950) 339 US 56 = 94 L Ed 653 = 70 S 
Ct 430, Overruled; 61 Cal Rptr 714 & 68 
Cal Ed 436 = 439 P 2d 233 = 67 Cal 
Rptr 421, Reversed USSC 52 (C N 8) 

^Art 19 (1) (f) and (g) — Employees’ 

Provident Funds Act (1952), S. 7-A — > 
Validity — Section not void as unreason- 
able Delhi 143 C (C N 32) 

^Art. 19 (1) (g) — Right to trade -7- 

Restrictions ■ — Even order made on basis 
of law should be reasonable — (Judgment 
of High Court reversed) 

SC 1070 (C N 226) 

-Art. 19 (1) fe) — Rule 12 of Assam 

Fisheries Rules is not ultra vires Art. 19 
(1) (g) — See Tenancy Laws — - Assam 
Land & Revenue Regulation (1 of 1886), 
S, 16 Assam 91 A (C N 20) (FB) 

■ — —Art. 20 (3) — American Case — Arrest 
of person in his home — Search of the 
whole house without warrant • — Con- 
■ travention of 4th and 15th Amendmente 
of American Constitution — See Consti- 
tution of India, Art. 19 (1) (f) 

USSC 52 (C N 8) 

— ^ — ^Art 22 — J. & K. Preventive Deten- 
tion Act (13 of 1964) — Cannot be chal- 
lenged as inconsistent with Art. 22 — Sea 
Constitution of India, Art. 370 

SC 1118 A (C N 237) 

Art, 26 — Religious denomination — 

Hindus including ^ sections of Hind^ 
constitute a religious denomination within 


Constitution of India (contd.) 
the meaning of the Article 

, ^ ^ Mys 191 A (C N 48) 

^Art. 26 Sections 39 and 41 of 

Madras Hindu Religious and Charitable 
Endowments Act (19 of 1951) are invalid 
as violative of the Article — See Madras 
Hindu Religious and Charitable Endow- 
ments Act (19 of 1951), S, 39 

. , . Mys 191 B (C N 48) 

• Art. 35 (c) (in its application to Jammu 

& Kashmir) — Art. 370 never ceased to 
apply to Jammu and Kashmir — Effect 
— J. & K. Preventive Detention Act (13 
of 1964) is not void — See Constitution of 
India, Art. 370 SC 1118 A (C N 237) 

- — ^Arte. 102 a) (a), 191 (1) (a) — 
Pramukh of Zilla Parishad drawing hono- 
rarium under Rajasthan Pandiayat Samitis 
Zila Parishad Act does not hold office of 
profit under State 


Raj 134 C (C N 32) 

• Art. 133 ' — Matter to be decided on 

evidence — Supreme Court will not enter 
upon such matter SC 1114 A (C N 236) 
—Art. 133 — New grounds •— Points 
which were never raised before High 
Cotut nor touched upon in High Court’s 
Judgment or grounds of appeal • — Not 
allowed to be raised 

SC 1150 C (C N 241) 

• Art. 136 Appeal by special leave — • 

Question of fact — Appreciation of evi- 
dence — Concurrent finding by lower 
Courts — Supreme Court would not re-ap- 
predate evidence for determining whether 
Court erred in reaching finding on ques- 
tion of fact SC 1025 (C N 216) 

^Art. 136 — Summary dismissal of ap- 
peal under Section 410, Criminal P. C. fay 
High Court — Interference by Supreme 
Court by ordering remand 

SC 1033 B (C N 219) 

Art. 136 — High Court holding that 

Magistrate was not entitled to reject evi- 
dence of independent eye-witnesses — No 
interference with finding of fact by 
Supreme Court in absence of any reason 
being shown SC 1093 C (C N 231) 

^Art. 166 (3) — Allocation of business 

•— Allocation of Transport to one of minis- 
ters — Subject of Motor Vehicles Act not 
allocated to any minister — Held that 
subject of Motor Vehicles Act was allocat- 
ed to Transport Minister and that State 
Transport undertaking was being run by 
Transport Ministry 

SC 1102 A (C N 234) 
—Art. 166 (3) — • Madras Government 
Business Rules, R. 23-A — Motor Vehides 
Act (1939), Section 68-C *— Satisfaction of 
Secretary of the department ■ — There is 
no ddegation of authority of State ■ — 
Rule 23-A is valid SC 1102 B (C N 234) 
—Art. 191 (1) (a) — Pramukh of ZUa 
Parishad drawing ' honorarium, under 
Rajasthan Panchayat Samitis Zila 
Parishad Act does not hold office of profit 
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Cocstihttlon of India (eontd.) 
under State -- See Constitution of India. 
Art 102 (1) (a) Baj 134 C (C N 32) 
—Art 217 (2) (b) — “Advocate of a High 
Court” — Means a person enrolled as ad- 
vocate of High Coiut and not necessarily 
practising In High Court 

SC 1061 (C N 224) 
—Art 226 — Quasi-Judidal authority — 
Infliction of penalty ^thout Issuing shcnv 
cause notice — Violation of rules of natu- 
ral jurilce ■— Intermediate Examination 
Board — Candidate allowed to appear at 
examination In spite of shortage In lectures 
— Cancellation of examination — - Oppor- 
tunity to show cause not given — Order 
Is vitiated SC 1029 (C N 221) 


■ ^Art 226 — Discretionary order — Can 

be quashed if improper — Court Itself 
cannot however exerdse discretion — Civil 
Misc. Writ Petn. No. 1744 of 1967, D/- 
1968 (All), Reversed 

All 357 C (C N 55) 
Art. 226 — Writ of certiorari — Ex- 
istence of alternative remedy when a bar 
All 362 D (C N 56) (FB) 
-^Art 226 — Writ of certiorari — Ex- 
istence of alternative remedv. when a bar 
All 362 E (C N 56) (FB) 
•—Art. 228 — Writ i>etition — I^etlee 
— Question raised affecting large number 
of appeals pending — High Court in public 
interest should ad|udicate on It expedi- 
tiously to ^ord (nildance to statutory 
authorities All 362 G (C N 56) (FB) 


- — Arts. 226 and 227 — Procedure — 
Joinder of parties — Petition being a “pro- 
ceeding” provisions of Civil P. C apply 
— Hindu undivided family and a partner- 
ahlp firm consisting of members of such 
faT^l y aggrieved by order cancelling re- 
gistration under Income-tax Act — Both 
can be joined as petitioners 

Assam 84 A (C N 191 
—Arts. 226 and 227 <— Certiorari — 
Quari-judidal orders — Orders s\iffering 
from error apparent on face of reoord — 


^Art. 226 — Patent or latent Jurisdic- 
tion — - Distinction — Lack of either — 
Effect on issue of writ — JurisdictioD 
under B. 12 of Assam Fisheries Rules is 
latent — Acquiescence to it disentitles writ 
Assam 91 B (C N 20) (FB) 

^Art. 226 — Student charged for 

copying — Opportunity to defend must be 
given — See Education — Calcutta Uni- 
versity First Ordinance (19661, R 62 (3) 
Cal 282 A (C N 55) 
Art. 226 — Writ of quo warranto — 
Grounds of attack — • Permissibility — 
potion by public servant challetufing 
seniority list — Validity of constitution of 
public Service Commission cannot be ques- 
tioned by way of collateral attac k on 
Commission Ker 165 D (C N 27) (FB) 
—Art. 226 •— Integration of services 
under States Reorganisation Act — ^Powers 


Constitution of India (coctd.) 
of Central Government are quad Judldal 
— See States Reorganisation Act (1956), 
S. 115 (5) Madh Pra 132 D (C N 28) 


• A rt. 228 — Alternative remedy— Ap« 
plication for writ of certiorari to quash the 
order of Income-tax Officer — Other ad- 
equate remedy not availed — No inter- 
ference by High Court 

Mad 264 A (C N 73J 


•—Art 228 — Alternative remedy — 
Failure to avail of remedy under Indus- 
trial Disputes Act (1947)— Writ not enter- 
tained — See Industrie Disputes Act 
(1647). S. 25-FFF Orissa 113 (C N 40) 

^Arts. 226. 300 and 311 — aril 

servant oSi dating In post for fixed 
period — Reversion to substantive post 
before expiry of term — Has no right to 
maintain writ petition against Government 
unless his fundamental right or rignt 
under Art. 311 is affected — Claim 
on contract — High Court does not en- 
force contractual ri^ts — Remedy by way 
of suit against Government is open 

Pimj 315 A (C N 50) 
—Art. 22^— Regional Transport Autho- 
rity does not act in quad-Judldal manner 
while fixing time-table — See Motor Vehi- 
cles Act (1039). S. 48 (as amended by Act 
100 of 1956) BaJ 149 C (C N 34) 


——Art 227 — Procedure — Joinder of 
parties — Applicability of provisions of 
Ovil P. C. — See Constitution ol 
Art 226 Assam 84 A (C N 19) 

—Art 227 — Certiorari — Quasi judi- 
cial orders — Interference — See Con- 
stitution ol India, Art 226 

Assam 84 B (C N 19) 

— A rt 234 — Appointments of persons 

other than district judges to judiciary ser- 
vice — Consultation with Public Service 
Commission and High Coiirt — Requisites 
of Ker 165 B (C N 27) (FB) 

— "Ufl. — ■'Jmqjfuytjsi VTruvilnnfk 
Funds Act (1952), S. 19-A — Validity — 
Nature of powers imder Section 19-A — 
Section does not give excessive or uncan- 
alised power to Centrri Government 

Delhi 143 D (C N 321 
— - - A rt. 245 — Employees’ Proridenf 
Funds Act (1952), S. 19-A — Section not 
unconstitutional on ground of excesdve 
and un canalised delegation of power to 
Central Government by legislature — See 
Constitution ol Tnrfia Art 19 

Delhi 143 F (C N 32) 

— A rt 245 — Purpose of Preamble — 
Conflict between Preamble and Section — • 
Section prevails — See Industrial Dis- 
putes Act (1947), S. 2-A 

Mys 171 A (C N 46J 

— A rt 245 — Industrial Dispirtes Act 
(1947). S. 2-A — Section Is within Eiitry 22 
et list HI and Is within l^islative com- 
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Consfitution of Ijidia (contd.) 

pretence of Parliament — See Industrial 

Disputes Act (1947), S. 2-A 

Mys 171 D (C N 46) 
■ —- - A rt. 246 •— Delegated legislatioii — 
J. & K. Passenger Taxation Act (12 of 
1963), S. 10 — Does not suffer from vice 
of excessive delegation 

J & K 112 C (C N 21) 

» — A rt. 246 — Integration of services — 
Power of Central Government ■ — Delega- 
tion — Validity — See States Reorganisa- 
tion Act (1956). S. 115 (5) 

Madh Pra 132 A (C K 28) 

► ' A rt. 254 — Ultra vires — Meaning 

of — To say that section of Act is ultra 
vires the Act, is misnomer •— See Civil 
P^ C. (1908), Preamble 

Mys 171 B (C N 46) 


• Art. 300 — Civil servant ofSciating in 

post for fixed period — Reversion to sub- 
stantive post before expiry of term — Has 
no right to maintain writ petition against 
Government unless his fundamenfal right 
or right imder Art. 311 is affected • — Claim 
based on contract — High Court does not 
enforce contractual rights — Remedy by 
way of suit against Government is open 

See Constitution of India. Art. 226 

Puni 315 A (C N 50) 

■ ^Arts. 301, 304 (b), 19 — J. & K Pas- 

senger Taxation Act (12 of 1963), S. 3 — 
Imposition of tax imder — Does not 
amount to restriction on trade and com- 
merce and is not violative of Arts. 301, 
304 and 19 J & K 112 A (C N 21) 

• Art. 304 (b) — J. & K Passenger 

Taxation Act (12 of 1963) — Imposition of 
tax contemplated by the Act — Does not 
amount to restriction on trade and com- 
merce and is not violative of Arts. 301, 
304 and 19 — See Constitution of India, 
Article 30! J & K 112 A (C N 21) 

Art 309 — Conditions of Service of 

Union Territories Employees Rules. 1959, 
E. 2, Proviso 2 — ‘'Competent” — Meaning 
•— 'Competent* means legally qualified or 
authorised — Himachal Pradesh Govem- 
m^t not hoxmd to accept Report of 
Kothari Commisaon 

Delhi 129 (C N 30) 

^Art. 309, Proviso — Rules under — 

Puniab Public Relations Department 
(Gazetted) Service Rules (1958). R 10 (1) 
— Expression "permanent vacancies” — 
Meaning of Delhi 132 A (C If 31) 


^Art 309, Proviso — Rides under ^ — > 

Servant appointed on probation — Expiry 
of probation period — No express order 
of confirmation passed — Effect ■— See 
Constitution of India. Art. 311 

Delhi 132 B (C N 31) 

- --Arts. 309 and 310 — Position of Gov- 
ernment servant is more one of status than 
of contract and his terms of service are 
governed by statute or statutory rules — • 
Puniab Civil Services Rules, Vo. 1, R 3.17 

— Government has power to transfer a 


institution of India (contd.) 

Government servant from one post to 
anoth^ and to retransfer him to the post 
on ivhich he held a lien 

Punj 315 B (C N 50) 

-Art. 310 — Position of Government 
^rvant is more one of status than of con- 
end his terms of service are govem- 
fo by statute or statutory rules — Punjab 
^vil Services Rules, VoL 1, R. 3,17 — 
Government has power to transfer a Gov- 
en^ent servant from one post to another 
and to retransfer him to the post on which 
he held a lien — See Constitution of 
India, Art. 309 Punj 315 B (C N 50) 

—-^Art. 311 — Protection of CL (2) ex- 
tends to persons referred to in CL (1) 

SC 1150 A (C N 241) 

►-—■Arts. 311 and 309, Proviso — Rules 
^der Art 309, Pro'viso — Punjab Public 
Relations Department (Gazetted) Service 
Rules (1958), R. 10 (3). Proviso — Ser- 
vant appointed on probation — Expiry oi 
maximum period of probation — No ex- 
press order of confirmation passed — ^Effect 

Delhi 132 B (C N 31) 
•—Art 311 •— Substantive appointanent 
to Permanent post — Rights and status of 
such servant — Subsequent transfer to 
temporary post — Effect 

Delhi 132 C (C N 31) 

• Art. 311 — Appointment to temporary 

post for definite period — Termination 
before expiry of period by giving one 
month’s notice — yalidity 

Delhi 132 E (C N 31) 

— -Art 311 ■— Seniority — Determina- 
tion of — Rules of natural justice — Ob- 
servimce — See States Reorganisation Act 
(1956). S. 115 (5) (b) 

Madh Pra 132 B (C N 28) 

• -Art 311 — Integration of services 

under States Reorganisation Act — Powers 
of Central Government are quasi-judicial 
— It must give reasons for its order — > 
See States Reorganisation Act (1956), Sec- 
tion 115 (5) Madh Pra 132 D (C N 28) 
—-Art. 311 ■ — Civil servant ofSciating 
in post for fixed period ■ — Reversion to 
substantive post before expiry of term — 
Has no right to maintain writ petition 
against Government unless his funda- 
mental right or right under Art. 311 is 
affected — Claim based on contract — 
High Court does not enforce contractual 
rights — Remedy by way of suit against 
Government is open — See Constitution of 
India, Art. 226 Punj 315 A (C N 50) 

Art. 311 — Remo-val from service — 

Government servant officiating in one State 
department — Reversion to Hs original 
substantive post in another department — 
Does not amount to removal from service 
Punj 315 C (C N 50) 
•—Art. 311 — Reduction in rank — What 
is — Government servant holding officiat- 
ing Post on higher salary for fixed period 
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Constitnfion of India (conid,) 
reverted to his original substantive post 
according to service rules before expiry of 
period — Does not amount to reduction fai 
rank — Reduction in emoluments neces- 
sarily involved is not a penal consequence 

PunJ 315 D (C N 50) 

^Art. 311 (2) — Holder of a Ciril post 

imder the Union or the State — Employee 
of Hindusthan Steel Ltd. is not a holder 
of such post — Protection of Art. 311 (2) 
cannot be claimed SC 1150 B (C N 241) 
^Art. 316 State Public Sendee Com- 
mission already constituted before 26-1- 
1950 continuing working thereafter — Hea 
that appointment of its members fs not 
made in compliance with Mt 316 — De 
facto doctrine is attracted — Plea £s not 
sust^able Ker 165 C (C N 27) (FB) 

■ A rt. 359 (1) — Article 14 cannot be 
Invoked in respect of action taken at a 
time when the Article stood suspended » 
See Constitution of India. Art. 14 

All 383 A (C N 60) 
——Art. 367 — Interpretation of Art 370 

— Section 21 of General Clauses Act is 

applicable — Power of making Orders 
under Art 370 — Can be exercised from 
tame to time — See Constitution of India, 
Art 370 SC 1118 B {C N 237) 

—Art 367 — Members of Police force 
belonging to Union Tenitory can have 
their Jurisdiction extended to other States 

— Article 372-A conferred fresh power on 

President to adapt General Clauses Act- 
See Constitutioa of India. Sch. VII, List I. 
Entry 80 SC 1126 A (C N 23$) 

—Art 368 — Application of Art 368 to 
Jammu and — Effect on Fteri- 

dent’s power imder Art 370 — See Con- 
stltutlan of Tndifl , A^ 370 

SC 1118 C (C N 237) 
—Arts. 370, 35 fc) (In Its application to 
Jammu and Kashmir) and 22 — Article 370 
never ceased to apply to Jammu and 
Kashmir — Effect — J. & K. Preventive 
Detention Act (13 of 19641 is not void 

SC Ills A (C N 237) 

^Arts. 370, 367 — Provirions In respect 

of Jammu and Kasbinir — Interpreta- 
tion of Art 370 — Section 21 of General 
Clauses Act Is applicable— Power of mak- 
ing Orders under Art 370 — Can be ex- 
ercised from time to time — General 
Clauses Act (1897), Section 21 

SC 1118 B (C N 237) 
—Arts. 370. 368 — AppUcation of ArU- 
de 368 to Jammu and Kashm ir — Effect 
on Prerident’s power under Art 370 

SC 1118 C (C N 237) 
—Art 372 — Members of Police force 
belonging to Union Territory can have 
their Juri^cllon extended to other States 

— Article 372-A conferred fresh power 
on Prerident to adapt General CHauses 
Act — See Con^tution of India, Sch. VB, 
Ust L Entry 80 

SC 1126 A (C N 238) 


Constitution of India (contd.) 

—Art 372-A — Members of Police 
force belonging to Union Territory can 
have their jurisdiction extended to other 
States — Artide 372-A conferred fresh 
power on President to adapt General 
Clauses Act — See Constitution of India, 
Sch. yn. List I, Entry 80 

SC 1126 A (C N 238) 

Sch. Vn, List I. Entry 80, Arts. 367, 

372 and 372-A— Belonging to any State- 
After Adaptation Order No. 1 of 1956, 
word 'State' indudes 'Union Territory* — 
Members of Police force belonging to 
Union Territory can have their Jurisdic- 
tion extended to other States — Art. 372-A 
conferred fresh power on Prerident to 
adapt General Clauses Act 

SC 1126 A (C N 238) 
—Sch. vn. Entry 80 — Expression 
"police force belonging to any State” — • 
Expression means a police force constitut- 
ed to fimctlon in an area 

SC 1126 B (C N 238) 

" Sdi. vn. List in. Entry 22 — Indus- 
trial Disputes Act (1947). S. 2-A — Sec- 
tion Is vrithin Entry 22 of List in and Is 
within legislative competence of Parlia- 
ment — See Industrial Disputes Act 
(1947). S. 2-A Mys 171 D (C N 46) 
Contract Act, (9 of 1872) 

— S. 10 — Deed — Construction — Isten- 
tion of parties to be ascertained — To as- 
certain mtentioo sturousdisg drcumstaoces 
to be taken into consideralicni — See Lim i - 
lation Act (1903), S. 29 

Bom 251 A (G N 

— .-nS. 52 — Contingent contract — Govern- 
ment of Eyderabau purchasing plaintiff’s 
book of medicinal prescriptions, with a riew 
to start limited company for manufacture 
and yalft of m^emo — Part payment 
for the book made to plaintiff and posses- 
sion of brok taken — Proposal to fomr 
company not materialising — Smt by plain- 
tiff for payment of balance of consideration 

— Contract held not contingent cm event of 
floating company — Plaintiff held had not 
undertaken to form company — Judgment of 
Andh An H. C., Reversed 

SC 1089 (C N 230) 

. S. 45 — Money advanced by deceased 
belonging to foiot Hindu family — Deceased 
leaving behind him, among other heirs, tvro 
mairira dauj^ateis ^ Suit by eldest son of 
deceased for recovery of money without join- 
ing the two dau^ten as parties — Suit 
held ivas not properly represented and was 
sot maintainable — See Hindu Succession 
Act (1956), S, 6, Explanation 1 

Bom 2S1 B (C N 44) 
♦— S, 70 — ^Lawfully and non-gratuilously— 
Tenant effecting repairs amounting to reno- 
vation of building against wish landlord 
^ Previous permission of Rent Controller 
also not obtabied — S. 70 cannot be invok- 
ed Mad 291 F (G N 80] 
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CO-OPERATIVE SOCIETIES 
-Assam Co-operative Societies Act, 1949 
a of 1950) 

-S. 84 — By-law of Society providing 


for contmnance of managing Committee tifl 
another managing Committee was elected or 
constituted — Suit challenging validity of 
election of defendant as Chairman — Interim 
injunction refraining defendant from taking 
over charge manted — ■ Held, as plaintLEB 
had challenged very constitution of managing 
committee mth elected defendant as Chair- 
man, injunction order was proper — See 
Civil P. C. (1908), O. 89, R. 1 

Assam 98 (C N 22) 

S. 79 (2) — Bar to jurisdiction of Civil 

Comt — Civil Court’s jurisdiction is not 
barred by S. 79 (2) where question of jirris- 
dicb'on regarding sulnect-matter of suit is in- 
volved — ' See Civil P. C, (1908), O. 89, 
R. 1 Assam 98 (C N 22) 


Coorg Munidpal Regulation (2 of 1907)] 

See under Municipalities. 

Comrt-fees Act (7 of 1870) 

See under Court-fees and Suits Valuations. 
COURT-FEES AND SUITS VALUATIONS 
—Bombay Court-fees Act (36 of 1959) 

S. 49 — Court-fees Act (1870) 

not applicable to Maharashtra State since 
enforcement of Bombay Act 86 of 1959 

Bom 271 A (C N 48) 

Sch. n. Article IS — "Decree or an 

ordei^ — ' Words not restricted to decrees 
and orders of Civil Courts — Substance and 
not form of order is the guide -- Orders 
made during winding up proceeding of a 
Company — Order capable of valuation in 
terms of monetary gain or prevention of 
monetary loss has the force or a decree — < 
Test to determine — Court-fees on an ap- 
peal and cross objections against such an 
order would not be under Schedide JL Arti- 
de 18 but under Schedule L Artide 7. 
(1895) ILR 17 AH 288 and AIR 1966 Mys 
150 and AIR 1945 Lah 146 (FB), Dissented 
tijut rider by Marten, J., Approved.) 

Bom 271 D (G N 48) 

Court-fees Act (7 of 1870) 

-Preamble — Act does not apply Id 

Maharashtra State after enforcement of 
Bombay Act 86 of 1959 — See Court-fees 
and Suits' Valuations — Bombay Court-fees 
Act (36 of 1959), S. 49 Bom 271 A (C N 48) 

-Pre. — ^ Interpretation of Statutes — 

Taring statutes should be construed not only 
strictly but also reasonably — Case foiling 
within statute — In case of ambiguity sta- 
tute should be in favour of dtizen 

Bom 271 B (G N 48) 


Criminal Procedure Code (5 of 1898) 

S. 96 — American case — Arrest of 

E erson in his home — Search of the whole 
ouse -without warrant — Contravention of 
4& and 15th Amendments of American Con- 
stitution — See Constitution of India, Arti- 
cle 19 (1) (f) USSC 52 (C N 8) 

— — S. 154 — Person assaulted brought to 
police station — Oral statement by him to 
Head Constable that accused assaulted hirri 
— Victim removed to Hospital — Another 
Head_ Constable recording his statement in 
Hospital — Statement. made in police station 
cannot be treated as F. I. R. — Later state- 
ment only can be said to have been given 
with object of putting police in motion for 
investigation Goa 96 F (G N 17) 

S. 162 — r Police Officer — Customs 

Officer is not "poh’ce officer” — See Evi- 
dence Act (1872), S. 25 

SC 1065 B (C N 225) 

S. 162 (1) & (2) — Sub-sec. (2) is an 

exception to sub-section (1) — Limitation 
imposed by S, 162 (1) — Not applicable to 
dying declaration Goa 96 E (G N 17) 
-- — S. 163 — . Customs Officer is not a 
“police officer” — See Evidence Act (1872), 
S. 25 SC 1065 B (C N 225) 

S. 197 — Sanction to prosecute — ■ 

Court cannot even take cognizance of case 
without previous sanction — AIR 1967 All 
519, Dissent from Raj 145 A (C N 83) 

S. 197 — Plea of want of sanction — 

It can be raised at any stage of case — Its 
decision would depend on availability of ade- 
quate material on record enabling court to 
^ectively adjudicate it 

Raj 145 B (G N 33) 

S. 197 — ‘Acting or purporting to act 

in discharge of official duty ’ — Meaning of 
— Even ft action is somewhat beyond scope 
of official duty, it can be protected if it is 
done under colour of office 

Raj 145 C (C N S3) 
209 — Duly of enquiring Magistrate 
AH 380 B (C N 58) 

842 — Statement under — Court 
cannot pick np incriminating part of state- 
ment ^j 301 A (G N 47) 

Ss. 417 (3), (1) and (5) and 439 (5) 

■ — Ri^t of appeal rmder S. 4l7 . — Nature or 
— Right of Government and of private com- 
plainant — Acquittal in complaint case — ■ 
Complainant not filing appeal under S. 417 
(3) — Revision is barred under S. 439 (5) 
— High Court’s power under S. 439 to 
otherwise pass suitable orders, however, not 
affected Assam 94 (C N 21) 

S. 417 (4) — Period of 60 days limita- 
tion for application for special leave under 
S. 417 (8) is a period of limitation within 
meaning of S. 12 (2), Limitation Act — See 
Limitation Act (1963), S, 12 (2) 

SC 1193 A (C N 231) 

— S. 417 (4) — ‘Shall bo entertained’ — > 
Word ‘entertain’ means ‘file or received by 
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Criminal P. C. (contd*) 

Gie Court' — It has no reference to achid 
hcariDfr of application for special leave . to 
appeal SC 1103 B (C N 231) 

. — S. 421 — Summary dismissal of appeal 
filed under S. 410 — Hi^ Court shouJd at 
least give indication of its views on argn- 
able points which are raised Dismissal 
of appeal by using word ‘rejected’ is impro- 
per SC 1033 A (C N 210) 

S, 439 — Petition dedded in absenco 

of counsel on record *— Rehearing, whelhCT 
possible See Criminal P. C. (1898). 
r 561A All 380 A (C N 58) 

— — S. 439 (5) — - Acquittal in complaint 
case — Failure to ^e appeal under S. 417 
(3) _ Revision barred under S. 439 (5) — 

High Court’s powers under S. 439 to other, 
wise pass suitable onlers, however, not affect, 
ed -- See Criminal P. C. (1898), S. 417 (3) 

Assam 04 (CT N 21) 

Ss. 476 to 479-A — Prosecution for 

petjury — Ma^trate discharging the accus* 
ed not considering it expedient to launch 

K rosecution — His subsequent prosecution 
)r perlury is possible only if based on new 
material is brought to Court’s notice 

Mad 267 A (C N “re) 

— — S. 478 — Perjury — Complaint should 
be filed in Interest of justice — Not proving 
a case is not tantamount to proving that 
complaint was false — \Vhen complaint for 
ueriuiy should be filed explained 

hfad 267 B (C N 75) 

S. 48S — • Maintenance — Woman mat^ 
tying second time during subsistence of first 
marriage Cannot claim maintenance &om 
second husband Guj IS7 (C N 20) 

S. 52Q-A — Application for transfer of 

cases tinder S, 528 (1-C) Is not confined to 
the stage of Inquiry or trial only — See 
fMmfnal P. a (1898), S. 528 (l-CT 

Raj 129 A (C N SO) 

S . 528 — Transfer of case — Prosecu- 
tion under S. 854, Penal Code — Husband 
01' ouctagea' WOToan li campecfenc* to ifib ap. 
plication Raj 129 B (C N SO) 

— S. 628 — Application for transfer of 
case — Transfer, when can bo ordered 

Raj UQ C (C N SO) 

■ 5s. 528 (1-C2), 626-A — Appli^tlon for 

transfer of case under S, 528 U*C) — • 1* 
cot confined to the stage of Inquiry or trial 
only. AIR 1836 Mad 163, Dissented [wm 
BaJ 129 A (C N 80) 

. S. 561-A — Name of counsel appearing 
In a revision petition not shown m cause 
list — Feb'b'on decided in absence of that 
counsel — Same Judge who decided that 
petition has ample power under S. 66I-A 
to order rehearing All 880A (G N 68) 

Custom (Punjab) 

■ P roof of custom 

Punj 289 B (C M 44) (FB) 

•— Spedal custom — Burden of proof — ^ 

Puaj 2S0 C (C N44) 


Custom (Funj) (contd.) 

r ^Widow ■ — Ee-marriags with hnsband's 

broiher — KS'ecf on life estate to husband’s, 
property Punj 289 A (C N 44) (^} 

Customs Act (52 of 1062) 

S. 104 — ‘'Othenvise” — Meaning 

SC 1065 A (G N 225) 
I. 104 — Customs Officer is not "police 
«— . See Evidence Act (1872) S. 23 
SC 1065 B (C N 2^ 
DEBT LAWS 

C. P. & Bcrar Money Lenders Act (13 of 
1034) 

^ -S. 11 (ID — Maintainability of suit for 
Recovery of deposit — Deposit found to be 
J loan — P laintiff unable to produce Money 
lender's license — Suit is untenable 

Bom 262 B (C N 45) 


^lefence of India Act (51 of 1062) 

*• — S, 44 — • Action against defaulter ao* 
^wding to law — S. 44 cannot be Invoked 
*•- See Defence of India Rules (1962), E. 43 
All SS3 C (C N 60} 
^^ence of India Buies (1062) 

*— R. 55 (6) — Opinion of Gos'dramea! 
^der R. 45 (Tovernment need not specify 
Bartictilar sub-cl. of clause (6) of Rule 83 
"*> See Defence of India Rules (1062), R. 45 


2 — R. 35 
^turb commi 


All S83 C (C N 60) 
— Expression Tikely to 

bannon/* — . Meaning of 

*— It envisaces engenderment of feeling of 
^umi^ and hatred under R. 35 (6) (g) 

Afi 383 D (C^ 60) 
> — R. 45 C^toion of Government under 
M, 45 — Opinion is subjective and is not 
'evisable All 883 C (C N 60) 

fleUd Special Police Establishment Act (25 
of 1046} 


S. 2 — Members of PoL'ce force belong- 

5g to Union Temtow can bave their (mis- 
Action extended to other States — Art. 872A 
Jboferred fresh power on PrKident to adapt 
y-coeral Clauses Act — See Constitution of 
*hdia, Scb. VH, List I, Entry 80 

SC im A (C N 238) 
S. 3 “. Members of Police force be* 
™gtog to Union Territory can have their 
tfirisdietion extended to other States — Arti- 
?e S72A conferred &esh power on Presf 
to adapt Generd Clauses Act . — Se 
Constitution of India, Sch. VII, List 1 
%tiy 80 SC 1123 A (C N 233 

I — S. 5 — Members of Poh’ce force belong 
Tjg to Union Territoiy can have their juris 
jetton extended to other States — 

S72A conferred fresh power on Pred 
to adapt General Clauses Act — See 
Sbnstitution of India, Sch. VII. List I 
, SC 1126 A (C N 1KJ8) 
/PRY 1^ — S. 6 Membeus of Police force b^ 
“^jg to. Union TerrifOTy can have th^ 
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DdH Spedal Police Establishment Act (conti). 

to adapt Genial Glai^ Act ^ 

tution of India. Sdh. m L^t ^ 238) 

Easements Act (5 of 1882) 

S 15 __ Easement to store water and 

its disiiibution — Proof^^ ^ gg^ 

S 29 — Eight to constact Ch^hato 

5;;^ •„! Kmwah® Bat 246 B (C N 38)(BB1 

education 

--Calcutta University First Ordinance (1966) 
■n Ro (S') — Student charged ag^st 
must be given ^dence ^against 

back ^ Cal 282 A (G N 55) 

Kad'copled in foJXt 

sheet cannot be 'cd 282^(0 N 55) 
reason 


Employees’ Provident Funds Art (19 0^952) 

s 7A — Provision is vahd — ^ 

of die" Constitution 

stitution .of India, Ag-^^'^ 14 g b (C N 82) 

S- - sl? "Cons^- 

cle 19 (1) iq /i^ /f) and (g) 

tion of In^ Article 19 32 ) 

^ c IQA Powers under S. WA 

peii !S STc"S 6? 

”!fs WA iSwer to mato geperal ord^ 
o„d piovisioos to;, fa toa £ 

tion not „j dpleeation of power 

Constitution of 143 p (C N 82l 

Sch. I (as amended by Act 1 

Stltirif ot tetUles Onade whojj 
or in part of cotton .or w^l o^i^c J 
whether natii^ ‘ceneral engineer- 

Si P,&“ “'^“paJi 143 A (C N 32) 

Employees’ State Insurance Act (34 of 1948) 

c o (17) — Directors of limited com- 

ATI nre liable for contravention oE 

pany — -RptniTition ■ — See Em- 

provisions of Act a^E & (1948), S. 85 

?loyees’ State Eisurance^cU194«)^^ ^ ^ 


A. L B. 1970 JULY 

Employees’ State Insurance Art (contd.) 

S 85 — ^'Director of a limited compan) ^ 
is a ‘owner’ and therefore ^cipal employer 
maanipg of S. 2 a (C N ST): 

s. 85 (a) — Eetiim in respect of teimi- 

natioh of contiihution period not filed on 
Ground that there was no termmation con- 
Mbution — Still offence is comn^ed — 
See Employees State Insurance (General), 

Begulations (1950), Reg.^fggO B (C N 57); 

Employees’ State Insurance (General) Eega- 
lations (1950) 

^Reg 26 (c) — Return in respect of teiv 

Pjpaaon ot conbdbatton 

Essential Commodities Art (10 of 1955) 

S. 6 A Provision not unconstitutionrt 

on ground of discrimination — See Consti- 
tution of India, Article ^ 

S_ SB Provisions not miconstitutional 

on ground of discrimination — See Constitu- 
tion of India, Article 14 ^g9s(cN62); 

Estate Duty Act (34 of 1953) ..... 

c 21 (1) — Deceased domiciled m 

India at ihe time of death — Outstaito^ 
and land compensation to be “ 

Evidence Art (1 of 1872) 

S 3 — Appreciation of evidence 

— Co^ has right to disbelieve 

part of a vritnes* 

part therert of death — “r not 

i j’ f r?nr.p T9?S Plaintiff claimmg 

shSe to Xs estate ^ Art (iS 

tia^pd on under Hindu Succession Act (1900) 

Plaintiff must prove that K died after the 

Hindu Succession 37) 

o 8 Charge of murder — • Ttoeats 

given by accused to deceased — Evidence 
referring to, is gg jj (q _N 11 ). 

c 24 — Extra-judicial confession ^ 

"f 

t, Wore iy be ert.d «P» 

q otf “Police OlEcer” — Customs 

7^; fe not "police officer” — (Custo^ 
Act (1982), Section 104) — (Crimmal P. . 
(1898), Sections 162, 16^3)^^^^ ^ ^ 225)’ 

g 32 ( 1 ) Dying declaration — Can 

ton. ite ao'le ba* ot “of N IT)! 

o Qo nT Dvtog declaration — E^ 

^8 -““afCsYc n’s 

32 (1) — Recording of d>nng deck- 

54 - '» “"crfd C (Sn W. 

wer form 
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ETidence Act (contd.) 

-S. 82 (1) — Dying declaration — At 
Kma o£ recording declarant not under es- 
pectation o£ death — Admissibility — Eng- 
ficTi and Ti^^ian law — Difference between 
Goa 08 D (G N 17) 
— — S. 82 (1) — Dsnng declaration — Ad- 
missibility — Declaration referring to motive 
o£ accuse — That part of declaration is not 
admissible under the section 

Goa 96 G (G N 17) 

S. S3 — Suit On ordinary origi^ side 

of Calcutta Court — Trial remaining In- 
complete by death of Judge — Both par- 
ties inviting Judge to use evidence already 
record^ — Ewdence is admissible — See 
Civil P. C. (1908). O. 18, R. 15 

Cal 292 A (C N 581 

S. 85 — Age, proof of — Unproved 

and uneribited school certificate cannot be 
relied upon. Criminal Appeal No. 913 of 
1966 (Pun! & Haryana), Reversed 

SC 1029 B (G N 2181 

S. 85 — Birth certificate — Certified 

copy — Certified copy simed by Chief Exe- 
cutive Officer of Mumctpu Corporatian — - It 
is conclusive evidence unless disproved 

Cal 292 B (G N 58) 

■ ■ S. 47, Explanation — Opinion evidence 
of non-expert — • Reliability 

Cal 292 D (C N 58) 
S. 60 — Primary evidence and heanay 
evidence — Determination of 

Cal 292 F (C N 58) 

■ S. 73 — Court is entitled to compare 
for itself the questioned signature of patty 
widi that of the admitted signature 

Cal 292 I (C N 58) 
- --.S, 77 — Birth certificate — Certified 
copy •— Certified cc^ signed by Chief Exe- 
cutive Officer of Municipal Corporation — 
It is conclusive e^^dence unless disproved — » 
See Evidence Act (1872), S. 35 

Cal 292 B (C N 58) 

S, 79 — Oridnal sale deed said to have 

been eaten away^ white ants — Certified 
copy of sale deed marked as erhibit in trial 
court — No objection raised by the other 
side — ^ Witness deposing as to the fact of 
sale ~ Question, held, could not be a^tat- 
ed as to tbe nuxle of proof in appeal — See 
Evidence Act ^872). S. 91 

Pat 209 G (C N 83) 
— — Ss. 91 and 79 — Oii^nal sale deed said 
to have been eaten away by white ants — 
Certified copy of sale de^ marked as exhibit 
in trial Court — ■ No objection raised by the 
other side — Witness deposing as to the fact 
of sale — ■ Question, held, could not be nu- 
tated as to the mode of proof In appeal 

Pat 209 C (G N S3) 
— Ss. 101-104 — Mortgage of trust pro- 
perty — Proof of necessity — Onus — See 
Triists Act (1882), S. 88 Cal 292 G (C N 58) 
' ' S. 105 — General exceptions In Penal 
Code — Burden of proof — Plea of Justifi- 
cation by accused — Conviction 

PimJ 801 B (C N 471 


Evidence Act (contd.) 

. S. 106 — Charge against accused under 
S. 66 (1) (b) of Bombay Prohibition Act (25 
of 1949) — Prosecution caimot 'resort to 
S. 106 — See Probibition — Bombw Pro- 
hibiaon Act (25 of 1949), S. 66 (1) (b) 

Guj 131 A (C N 19) 
— — Ss. 107, 108 — Presumption about con- 
tuiuance of life and of death — Both pre- 
sumptions are rebuttable ~ S, 108 is by 
way of proviso to S. 107 — Both sections ' 
cannot be applied simultaneously to any one 
case Andh Pra 248 B (C N 87) 

— — S. 108 — S. 108 Is by way or proviso 
to S. 107 — Both sections cannot be applied 
simidtaneously to any one case — See Evi- 
dence Act (1872), S. 107 

Andh Pra 248 B (C N 87) 
— S, 108 — I^esmnption under — How 
can be rebutted — No presumption as to 
time of death. AIR 1965 Mad 440 & 
AIR 1967 Orissa 70 & AIR 1968 Raj 48 
& AIR 1963 Mys 115, Dissented &om: 1956 
Andh WR 137, Doubted 

Andh Pra 246 C (G N 87) 
■■ .5. 114 ~ Charge against accused under 

S. 66 (1) (b) of Bombay Prohibition Act (25 
of 1949; — Prosecution cannot resort to 
S. 114 — See Prohibition — - BombiW Pro- 
hibition Act (25 of 1949), S. 66 (1) (b) 

CuJ 131 A (C N 19) 

I S. 115 — Waiver of procedural rules — 
See Clvfl P. C. (1908), O. 18. R. 16 

Cal 292 A (C N 5^ 
i ' S . 133 ~ Cose under Section 866, 
I. P. C. — ' Prosecutrix used to sexual inters 
coune — Her case that she was compelled, 
threatened or otherwise induced to go with 
accused who was alleged to have raped her 
without her consent — Her statement In 
order to base conviction of accused upon 
must be corroborated in some material parti- 
culars ft DO) Independent somxe. Criminal 
Appeal No. 913 of 1968 (PunJ & Haryana), 
Reversed SC 102D D (C N 218) 

S. 133 — AceompL'ce — \^o is — 

Ev^ence of accomplice » ReL'ability 

Mad 298 B (C N 81) 
Ezpendlhire Tax Act (29 of 1957) 

■ ■ S. 5 (a) — ■'Occupation* — Meaning of 

— Profit maJting motive not necessary — ■ 

Tests GuJ 141 (C N 21) 

General Clauses Act (10 of 1897) 

■ ' S . 3 (58) — Members of Police force 
b^Dging to Union Territory can have their 
Juiisdiction extended to other States — Arti- 
cle S72A conferred fresh power on President 
to adapt General Clauses Act — See Const!- 
totioa of India, Sch. VH, I, Entry 80 

SC 1120 A (C N 238) 
*— S. 21 — Interpretation of Article 370 

— S, 21 Is appL'cable — See Co^tution of 
India, Article 370 SC 1118 B (C N 237) 

Goa, Daman and Din Aericultnral Tenancy 
Act (7 of 1964) 

See under Tenancy Laws. 
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Gnardions and Wards Act (8 of 1890) 

_S. 17 — i Anointing a guardian for tie 


purpose of transferring me custocty of ininor 
to a third party outside the jurisdiction of 
the Court — Powers and functions of Court 
in respect of — ^ Court can appoint raardian 
for such purpose in very rare and excep- 
tional circumstances Mad 262 (C N 71), 

HT GTT COURT RULES AND ORDERS 

•—Assam Tfi gh Court Rules and Orders 

^R. 1 — Joinder of parties — Procedure 

— See Constitution of mdia. Art ^6 

Assam 84 A (G N 19) 

—Madhya Pradesh - Court Rules 

..-■—Chap. 1, R. 8 — Order of High Court 
passed by two Judges on Writ Petition — 
One of them retiring — Review 
order — Review must be heard by Bench 
of two judges and not by Ae r^arnim 
Judge Madh Pra ISl B (C N 27) 

Chap. 1, R. 4 — Order of Hi^ Court 

passed by two judges on writ petition 
One of them retiring — Review aga^t order 

— Review must be heard by Bench of two 
judges and not by the remainmg judge 
See High Court Rules and Orders — M. r. 
High Court Rules, Chap. 1, R, 8 

^ Madh Pra 181 B (G N 27) 

— Rajastiban High Court Rules 
— R. 59 — Reference of case to lar^ 
Bench after determination of some issues by 

'Slsl re N^) 


Hindu Law 

^Toint Family — Coparceners — Death 

of tenant — Coparceners become joint 
tenants — See Transfer of Prope^ Act 
(1882), S. 106 All 889 (C N 61) 

Mitakshara School and Punjab Agri^- 
tural Custom — Estate of Wow is not a 
life estate — Widow is a full owner except 

aat ier powers |Lflo““r(C «) (™) 

i -Mitakshara School — Widow — Aliena- 

tion of property — Alienee’s ri^ts^e co- 
extensive with mat of the widow ^ His pos- 
session cannot be disturbed durmg lifetime 
of the widow or till such time as her estate 
comes to end by happening of certain events 

lifco nmowiasa N 49) (BB) 

■ Partition — r Partial or complete — 
•pest — Partifion deed — • Consfrucyon — 
Intention to separate of members clep -- 
Portion of joint family prope^ not ^wded 
— Presumption is that members hold it as 
tenants-in-common — - Assessm^t of mei^ 
her as joint feWy, for agncultural mcome- 
Quly) 1970 Indeses/2 


Hinda Law (conld.) 
tax, would not be valid. 

Mys 168 A (G N 45J' 

Hmdu Law Women’s Ei^ts Act (Mysore 
Act 10 of 1933) 

S, 8 (1) (a). Proviso, CL (ii) — ^ Ri^t 

of unmarried daughter to demand share in 
family properties is controlled by proviso to 
the Section Mys 165 (G N 43) 

Hindu Succession Act (SO of 1956) 

— ^ — Ss. 6, Explanation 1 and SO — Contract 
Act (1872), Section 45 — Money advanced 
by deceased belonging to joint Hindu family 
— Deceased leaving behind him, among 
other heirs, two married daughters — Suit 
by eldest son of deceased for recovery of 
money without joining the two daughters as 
parties — Suit, held was not properly re- 
presented and was not maintainable — Effect 
of Section 6 and its Explanation 1, stated 
Bom 251 B (C N 44) 

— — S. 14 — Alienation of widow’s estate 
before commencement of Act — On chal- 
lenge reconveyance by alienee — Sale of re- 
conveyed property by widow after com- 
mencement or Act — As widow becomes 
owner of absolute estate, sale cannot he 
challenged Punj 809 A (G N 49) (FB) 

S, 14 (1) and (2) — Property ^ven to 

Hindu widow under compromise decree for 
her lifetime in h'eu of maintenance and resi- 
dence — Widow not having any fright to 
the property tmder Hindu Women’s Rights 
to Property Act (1937) — Property is gov- 
erned by S, 14 (2) and not by S. 14 (1). 
(1968) 1 Andh "WR 65, Dissented from 

Mad 257 (G N 68) 

-S. 80 — Money advanced by deceased 


belonging to joint Hindu family — Deceased 
leaving behind him, among omer heirs, two 
married daughters — Suit by eldest son of 
deceased for recovery of money without join- 
ing the two daughters as parties — Suit, 
held was not properly represented an'd was 
not maintainaole — See Hindu Succession 
Act (1956), S. 6, Explanation 1 

Bom 251 B (G N 44) 

HOUSES AND RENTS 

— Bombay Rents, Hotel and Lod^g House 
Rates Control Act (57 of 1947) 

S. 11 (4) (as introduced by Maharashtra 

Act 14 of 1963) — Enactment of sub-sec- 
tion (4) during pendency of proc^ding --- 
Court f'an order tenant to deposit certain 
amount — Section 11 (4) is retrospective by 
necessary intendment Bom 242 A (C N 42) 

—Madras Buildings ^ase and Rent Control) 
Act (18 of 1960) 

S. 2 Cn — Repairs — Meaning of — • 

Repair involves element of renewal but re- 
nmval of whole and substantially whole can- 
not be termed repair Mad 291 C (C N 80) 



18 

Bouses and Bents — Madras Btdldings (Lease 
and Rent Control) Act (contd) 

Ss. ^ and 2 (7} Bep^js — lU^ts 

and liabilities of tenant and landlord — Act 
is complete Code on subject of repairs — 
Not op^ to parties to fall back upon terms 
of tenancy agreement or upon provisions of 
T. P. Act 1955-1 Mad LJ 62 (SN) Crid- 
dsed Mad 291 B (C N 80) 

S. 22 — Repairs by tenant •— Pimdoos 

permission of Controller not obtained — 
Tenant is not entitled to any compensation 
Mad 291 D (G N 80) 

^ S. 22 — Repairs made by tenant — No 

compL’ance •with S. 22 — S. 70, Contract 
Act cannot be invoked for claiming compen* 
sation — See Contract Act (1872), S. 70 

Mad 291 F (C N 80) 
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Income Tex Act (11 of 1922) 

S. 10 (2) (xv) — *l,aid out or expended 

wholly and odusively for the purpose of 
such ousiness” — Powers of Tax OfRoers and 
Hi^ Coazt Payment to employee mads 
for extra-commercial coosideratloos 

SC 1070 (C N 22S) 
— — S. -48 (7), P r o v iso (4) — Payment to be 
made by instalments — limitation of one 
year mas from the date on which last Instal* 
meat is due SC 1108 (C N 235) 

Rjcofflotax Act (43 of 1661} 

8. 147 (a) — Expression ^material facbT 
refers only to p ri ma ry facts ~ Assesses is 
only required to disclose ttrunary facts — 
He is not required to inolate Actual or 
le^ infereices to be drawn* 

Assam 84 D (C N 19) 
S. 184 (4) — Re^rtration of firm — Ap- 
plication — Delay — AppHcmt most show 
catise for delay — (1962) 16 ITR 453 (All). 
Dissented hrom Mad 264 B (C N 73) 

S. 264 ~ Assesses filing writ in«rfflaA of 

'pn&erTii/g TBtfsRm •miiia IfEA — 'Jt-rii 
not entertained — See Constitution of India, 
Art 220 Mad 204 A (C N 

Income-tax Boles (1922) 

R. 6B — Exercise of power in respect 

of firm ^ Notice and oppoilunity has to 
be ^ven Assam 84 C (C N 19} 

lodostrial IBspntes Act (14 of 1047) 
—Preamble — S. 2A of Act is not locon- 
sirtent with the object of the Act — Scope 
and object of Act indicated ^ See Indus- 
trial Deputes Act (1947), S. 2A 

Mys 171 A (C N 48) 
— S. 2-A — S. 2-A is not Inconsistent with 
the object of the Act — Scope and object 
of Act indicated — Purpose of Preamble 

— CO^ct between Preamble and SecKon 

— Section prevails Mys 171 A (C N 48) 

I S. 2-A — Section is within Entry 22 of 
list m and Is within legislative co m pd a nce 


ladnsbral IMspntes Act (contd.) 
of Par liam ent — Section Is not violative d 
Art 14 Mys 171 D (C N 4Q 

■ S. 2-A — Section creates new ri^ts — 
^fudicab'OD by Industrial Court and ordl- 
naiy Civil Court — Distinction 

Mys 171 F (C N ^ 
- — S. 2-A — Section nas no retrospective 
operation — 1969 (2) HJ 186 (DelhOt 
iMssent^ from Mys 171 G (C N 46) 

• S. 10 — Power to decide on merit of 

dispute — Workman dismissed for alleged 
assault on officer Government caimot re- 
base reference on basis of its own opinion 
as to truth of accusation — See Industrial 
Disputes Act (1947), S. 12 (^ 

Mys 162 (C N 40) 

S. 12 (5) — Refusal of reference — 

Cornimmication of reasons is imperative — 
Refusal on extraneous ground — Validity 
Mys 162 (C N 40) 
S. 25-C — Claim to lay off compensa- 
tion by Badll Workmen who have complied 
one year’s continuous service — Lay off 
spread over the whole of the establishment 

— No possibility of refating the badli work- 

men who would have been employed If the 
permanent workers who had been laid oS 
had not been so laid off — Claim not xniUn- 
^doable Mad 260 (C N 70) 

- S . 25-FFP — Qosnre of an undertakins 
Statutory dissolntion of KfaadI Board 
imder Section 4 (2), proviso of Orissa Khadl 
and Villaee Industri es Bo ard Act (3 of 1956) 
is covered by S. 25-FFF 

Orissa 118 (C N 40] 

■ - " S. 33 (2) (b) — Application under — • 
Requisites for juiisdictioD to entertain — 
Jurisdiction not lost by settlement of dispoto 
any time after application Cal 819 (C N 59) 
Lidustrial Employment (Standmg Orders) Act 

(20 of 194C) 

Ss._2 (g), S (2), Scdtedul^ Item 8 — • 

Distinction between teimiaation of employ* 
ment and superannuation Termination 
does not cover snpenumuation. AIR 1960 
Mad 107, Dissent^ Lorn 

Orissa 128 B (C N 41^ 
S. 3 (2) — Distinetiem between termi- 
nation of employment and superannuation — 
Sea Industrial Employment (Standiaa Orders) 
Act (1946), S. 2 ^ 

Orissa 120 D (C N 43] 
— — S. 4 — CertiEcaHoD of standmg ord« 
conWnZng clause relating to superannuation 

— ClausB not cavered by Schedule of the 
Act nor by Model Standing Order — Cati- 
to^n is improper — Failure of employee 
to cdjallmge such provision cannot add en- 
forceabmty to it Orissa 126 A (C N 43) 

^edul^ltem 8 — Distinction betwS 

lereiiaation of employment and superanrra- 
■hon -- Tenn^on ^ not cover super- 
^^hon ~ S« Industrial EmpIoynSt 
(Standmg Orders) Act (1946). S. 2 M 

Orissa 126 B (C N 43) 
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'0. & K.) limitation Act (9 of 1955) 

— — Art. 22 — Claim for damages for per* 
sonal injury and malicious prosecudon — 
Process of persecution and prosecution last- 
ing for 18 years — Claim preferred beyond 
1 year from date of decision in last crimi- 
nal case is prima facie barred — See Limi- 
tation. Act (1963), Art. 7 

J. & K. 108 C (C N 20) 
i-- — Art 23 — Claim for damages for per- 
sonal injury and malicious prosecution — * 
Process of persecution and prosecution last- 
ing for 18 years — Claim preferred beyond 
1 year from date of decision in last criminal 
case is prima facie barred — See Limita- 
tion Act (1963), Art 7 

J. & K 108 C (C N 20) 

— Art 73 — "Wages” include salary as 
■well — See limitation Act (1963), Art. 7 
J, & K. 108 B (C N 20) 

J. &,K. Passenger Taxation Act (12 of 1963) 


-S. 3 


Imposition of tax contemplated 
by the Act — Does not amount to restriction 
on trade and commerce and is not violative 
of Articles 301, 304 and 19, Constitution of 
India — See Constitution of India, Art. 801 
J. & K. 112A (C N 21) 

— — S. 10 — > Constitutfonal vaL'dify — Act 
does not suffer from ■vice of excessive delega- 
tion — - See Constitution of India, Art 246 
J. & K. 112 C (C N 21) 
* — S. 10 — Notificadon No. S. R. O. 42 
D/- 24-2-64 (J. & K.) exempting passengers 
travelling by Govt, run city buses, not dis- 
criminatory — See Constitution of India, 
Art 14 J. & K. 112 E (C N 21) 

0. & K.) Bi^t of Prior Purchase Act (2 of 
1993) (Smt.) 

S. 14 (as amended in 1959) — 

I^and in sever^ Khasra numbers sold by 
single and indivisible transaction — Sale 
price also consolidated — Right of prior 
pmchase to different tenants of different 
Ehasra numbers not available 

J. & K. 105 (C N 19) 

Ijand Acqnialion Act (1 of 1894) 

S . 6 — Land validly acquired for pub- 
lic purpose • — Possibility of some laud being 
, surplus or unnecessary for ori^nal purpose 
for which it is acquired — ■ Acquisition not in- 
■validated — ^ Manner in which smplus land 
fc dealt with can have no effect on ■validity 
of acquisition either Mys 185 A (C N 47) 

— — S. 16 — Taking possession of land — 
Possession even prior to acquisition proceed- 
ings and with consent of owner would be 
. possession of land under the Act *— See 
Lmd AcquLsidon Act (1894). S, 28 

Andh Pra 262 B (C N 40) (FB) 

; S. 17 — Taking possession of land — 

Possession even prior to acquisition proceed- 
ings and "with consent of o^wner would be 
possession of land under tbe Act — Sea 
l^d AcquisiSon Act (1894), S. ^ 

Andh Pra 262 B (G N 40) (FBJ 


Land Acquisition Act (contd.) 

— - - - --Ss. 18, 30 and 53 — Provisions of O. 22, 
Civil P. C. not applicable — The reference 
must be disposed of whether or not parties 
appear and adduce evidence 

Pat 209 A (C N 83) 

■ Ss. 28, 84, 16, 17 — Expression ‘taking 

possession of the land’ in S. 28 — Meaning 
of — Possession even prior to acquisition 
proceedings and with consent of owner 
would be possession of land under the Act 
— • Interest is payable from date of taking 
possession Andh Pra 262 B (C N 40) (FB) 

S. 28 ' — Calculation of interest — Pro- 
cedure — Possession taken ■without payment 
of value of land 

Andh Pra 262 C (G N 40) (FB) 

■ S. 80 — Provisious of O. 22 Civil P, C. 

not ^phcable — The reference must be dis- 
posed of whether or not parties appear and 
adduce evidence — See Land Acquisition 
Act (1894), S. 18 Pat 209 A (C N 33) 

• S. 34 — Interest is payable right from 

date of taking possession and not from 

of a'ward of Collector — See Land Acqui- 
slhon Act (1894). S. 28 

Andh Pra 262 B (C N 40) (FB) 

S. K — Provisions of O. 22, Civil P. C. 

not apphcable notwithstanding what is stated 
in S, 53 — The reference must be disposed 
of whether or not parties appear and adduce 
evidence — See Land Acquisition Act (1894), 
S. 18 Pat 209 A (C N Ssj 

• S. 54 •— Compensation — • Adequacy 

• — No interference by Appellate Court ex- 
cept on basis of fundamentm or radical error 
of principle 

Andh Pra 262 A (C N 40) (FB) 
Legislative Order No. 1652 

—Art 2 — Question whether a p e rs o n is 
"Mxmdlcat'’ — Civil Court has jurisdiction to 
decide — - See Legislative Order No. 1952, 
Art. 6 Gkia 93 A (C N 15} 

——Art 2 — Suit for possession of land — • 
Residence of a person for long time on pro- 

K of others — Not sufficient to say that 
■as "Mirndka/ Goa 93 B (C N 1^ 

Arts. 6, 2 — Question whether a person 

is 'Mundkar' as defined in Art 2 — Civil 
Court has jurisdiction to decide ^ — Art 6 
does not lay down that Civil Court cannot 
decide such question Goa 93 A (C N 15) 

linutation Act (9 of 1908) 

— ■■ ■ - S . 19 — Stamp Act (1899), Sdh, L Arti- 
cle 1 — Acknowledgments under — Dist- 
inction between, pointed out ■ — Documents 
of acknowledgment — Construction of — ^ 
Intention of parfes to be ascertained To 
ascertain intention, surrounding circumstan- 
ces to be taken into consideration — Held, 
on construction, that documents in question 
did not fan under Article 1 of Sch, I of 
Stamp Act — Even thou^ unstamped, they 
were admissible in evidence for proving 
acknowledgment of debt 

Bom 251 A (C N 44] 
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liirfbiHon Act (1008? (contA) 

S. ^ — Applies to cases or continaing 

,yjong — OletToction to o£ ■way caas* 
Inc comolet© oosler — Section does not a^>* 
ply Pat S46 A (C N 38) (FB) 

S. 29 (2) (b) Applicability of Umita- 

don Act to weal Act — Proceedings 
Eovemed by U. P, S^indarl Abolition 
& Land Refonns Act, 1950 (1 of 1951) 
Provisions of Limitation Act (including S. 6) 
apply — 1966 RD 823 (HC). Dissented from 
All 353 (G N 541 
— « — Alt. 89 — * Salt lor acco un ts against co 
owner — No mestion of terminatian of 
agency or of refusal to accoxmt as co-erwnee 
or as agent — • Suit ded within 3 years from 
date of notice asHog for accoonts Soft 
held was within time 

Andh Fra 253 B (C N 89} 

^Art. 01 — Suit for declaration that tmst- 

deed is void — • Inddental prayer for can« 
cdlation of instrument — Art 120 applies 
Cal 292 J (C N ^ 

■ Art, 120 — Suit for declaration tfiat 
trnst-dcTC is void — • Incidental prayer for 
cancellaUon of in strum ent — Art. 120 ap- 
phes — See Limitation Act (1908), Art. 61 
Cd J (C N 58) 
—Art. 120 — Plea that suit is trnie-baired. 
— Pa;^ tmable to specify finn date for tcp* 

minus a ouo — Plea cannot be upheld 

Cal 292 L (C N 581 
—Art 142 Suit for recovery of poss es* 
sion aftCT cancellation of sale deeds In favtw 
of defendants on gro un d that a previons valid 
wald bad hem created *--• Held Art 142 
was not applicable — Suit was £led within 
cx years alter dath of waUf who died only 
a few months after the execution of the aul^ 
sequent sale deeds SC 1035 D (C N 220) 
—Art IM — • Defendant* possession under 
void lease by plaintiff >— Possession is that 
of a trespasser Continued possession openly 
to the Imowledge of the plaintiff claiming 
absolute ri^t tea more than 12 years ^ 
Defendant acquires absohits rl^l hv 
scription — Eiectment snil by plaintiff after 
12 years would be hatred 

Pat 258 D (C N 407 

^Ait 144 *— Limited right like rijdit <4 

tenancy can ho acquired by prescription. 
AIR 1952 Pat 46 h^ in (1954) lIJi 33 Pat 
055, as not laying down good law. Not foQ. 

Pat 250 E (C N 40) 
——Alt. 144 — Acquisition of pennanent 
tenancy by piescaipUon — Amicoltoral 
tenancy and tenancy for residential purposes 
Pat 256 G (C N 40) 

I. A rt, 144 — Tenancy co ntinu ing In pos- 
session under void agrlcuitmal lease for five 
years — LEffldlord accepting rent for five 
years end sending quit notice thereafter — * 
Tenant holdteg over — Nature of possesrion 
— Suit for eiectment within 12 years of 
notice is maintainable — See T. P. Act 
(1832). S. 105 Pat 258 J (C N 40) 

—Art. 148-A — for possession of 

land by District Board — not part td 
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li m it ati on Act (1908) (conlij 
public road or road ride — Article has no 
application Pat 256 A (G N 40) 

•——Art 164 — Starting point under Arti- 
cle 168 — IVom date of and not from 
date of J, D.’s subsequent knowledge — 
Contrast with position under Articles 104 
and 169 — See limitation Act (1908), Arti- 
cle 160 Mad 271 C (C N 77) (FB) 

■ ' A rt. 166 — Execution — Dale of sale 

— What constitutes — See Civil P. C. 
a608), O. 21, R. 84 All 398 (C N 63) 
— ^Arts. 160, 164, 169, 181 — Starting 
ptmrt under Article 168 — From date of sale 
and not from date of J. D.’s subse^ent 
knowledge — Contrast with position under 
Arts. 164 & 169 — • Cases of application 
under O. 9, R. IS, Civil P. C. also referred 
In thfa connection 

Mad 271 C (C N 77) (FB) 

— ■ "A rt. 168 — Application to declare ex 
parte execution sale void — Airolicaticm filed 
beyond SO days from date of giift — Defence 
of bar of limitation under Art, 166 — Strict 
compliance with provisions of O. S, R. 19 
nrast be proved — See Civil P. C. (1908). 

O. 5, R- 19 Mad 271 D (C N 77) (FB) 
——Art 169 — Staitioe point under Artt- 

' cle 166 — From date or and not from 
date of 7 . D.’s subsequent knowledge — 
Contrast with position under Arts. IM and 
169 — See Limitation Act (1903), Art, 168 
. Mad 271 C (0 iJ 77) (FB) 

-——Alt. 181 — Starting point under Arti- 
cle 186 — Ftem date of ^e and not from 
date of J. D.’s subsequent knowledge — See 
Limitation Act (190% Art. 168 

Mad 271 C (C N 77) (FB) 
—Art. 182 (2) — Two or moro decrees 
passed on different dates in a single suit — 
Appeal a^riost only one of them — Decrees 
bom which co appeal is filed are also cover- 
ed by Art 182 (2) 

Andh Pta 269 (C N 4II 
UmltatioD Act (36 of 1963) 

— S. 5 — Section does not apply to ele^ 
tion petition filed before a persona d^gnata 

Mys 166 (C N 44) 

— 5 . 6 — See Provincial Insolvency Act 

(19^), S. 28 Bom 262 A (C N 45) 

• S. 12. Explanation — Time requisite 

for obtaining copies” — Time taken for pre- 
paraliou of decree before application for copy 
Is to bo Included Orissa 116 (C N 41) 

12 (2) — Section 417 (4), Criminal 

P. C. Itself prescribes a period of 60 days 
limitation for application for special leave 
jmder Section 417 (3) — It Is a period of 
limitation within meaning of Section 12 (2) 

— ^mlature could provide for sudi peri(xl 

fa S^? ~ Insertion of separate article 

in l im it a t i on Act was not necessaiv — iCri- 
mlnal P. C. (1898), Section 417 (4) ) 

A (C N 231) 

“ Jp *— See Provincial Insolvency Art 
I1920X S. 28 Bom 282 A (C N 45) 
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lomifaifon iSbt fl963)' (cotitd.) 

— Art. 7 — ^ages” include salary as 
well . J. & K. 108 B (G N 20), 

Art. 22 — > See Provincial Insolvency 

Act (1920), S. 28 Bom 262 A (G N 45) 

Alts, 64, 65. — i Adverse possession — 

Mere adverse possession of proprietary land 
•— It is not by itself adverse possession of 
sliamilat land corresponding to proprietary 
land — (T. P. Act (1882), S. 8) 

Punj 298 (G N 45) 

Arts. 64, 65 Adverse possession — 

Co-sbarers — > Sale by co-sharer of his share 
in specifio part of joint land — Vendee in 
possession m land not sold to him — Nature 
of Pun} 804 B (G N 48) (FB) 

Art. 65 — Sale of undivided share of 

cc^arcener — Suit for possession of share by 
deceased purchaser's son within 12 years of 
sde agaii^ some coparceners but coparce- 
ner in possession impleaded after 12 years 

— Suit held not barred by limitation as pos- 
session of coparcener was on behalf of plain- 
tiff and not adverse to him 

Mys 164 A (G N 42) 
— ^ — ^ArL 65 — Adverse possession — Co- 
sharers — Sale by co-sharer of his share in. 
^eciSc part of joint land — Vendee in pos- 
session of land not sold to him — - Nature of 

— See Ldmitation Act (1963), Art. 64 

Punj 304 B (C N 48) (FB) 

Art 74 — Claim for damages for per- 
sonal injury and malicious prosecution — - 
Process of persecution and prosecution last- 
ing for 13 years — Claim preferred b^ond 
1 year from date of decision in last c rimin al 
case is prima fade barred 

J. & K 108 C (G N 20) 
— = — Art. 123 See Limitation Act (1908), 

Art 166 Mad 271 C (C N 77) (FB) 

^Art 123, Expln. — Ovil P. C, (1908), 

O. 5, E. 20 (2) — Substituted service is as 
effectual as personal service — Ejmlanation 
to Art, 123 is neither a. substitute for O. 5, 
E. 20 (2) nor operates as a h'mitation to that 
sub-rule Punj 300 (C N 48) 

^Ait 127 — - Starting point — From date 

of sde and not from date of 'J. D.'s subse- 
quent Imowledge — ^ See Limitation Ac t 
C1908), Art 166 Mad 271 C (G N 77) (FB) 

^Art 127 — - Apph’cation to declare ex 

parte execution sale void — Aimlication filed 
beyond 30 days from date of sale — Defence 
of bar of limitation under Art. 166 — Strict 
comphanco with provisions of O. 5, E. 19 
must be proved — • See Civil P. C. (1908), 
O. 5, E. 19 Mad 271 D (C N 77) (FB) 

— — Art. 137 — » Starting point under Arti- 
cle 127 — From date of sale and not from 
date of T. D.’s subsequent Imowledge 
Applicabifity of Art. 137 — ■ See Limitation 
Act (1908), Art, 166 

Mad 271 C (C N 77) (FB) 
Madhya Pradesh High Court Enles 

See under Hi^ Court Buies and Orders 


Madras Buildings (Lease and Eent Control 
Act (18 of 1960) 

See under Houses and Rents 

Madras Government Buaness Erdes 

■ ^R. 23A — Satisfaction, under S. 68 (cj. 

Motor Vehicles Act, of secretary of the de- 
partment ■ — There is no delegation of 
authority of State — Rule 28A is vafid — 
See Constitution of India, Art. 166 (S) 

SC 1102 B (C N 234) 

Madras Hindn. Religious and Charitable 
Endowments Act (19 of 1931) 

S, 89 — Appointment of trustees in 

respect of Public Hindu Temples ^ — Area 
committee has no power of 

Mys 191 B (C N 48) 
76 (1) (as amended by Act 27 of 
1954) — General rules prescribing levy of 
fee sufficient — Rules governing inffividual 
endowment not necessary — Decision of 
High Court Reversed SC 1114 C (C N 236) 

— S.^ 76 (2) — . Commissioner has to 

determine lee for auditing accounts of each 
reh'gious endowment ■ — Decision of High 
Court Reversed SC 1114 B (C N 236) 

— ■ ; S. 100 — - Rules under — Rules £ram~ 

ed in 1955 by Madras Government pres- 
cribing mduated scale of rates of contribu- 
tion under Section 76 (1) — — Because rules 
were framed at^ a time when several dif- 
ferent lands of services were intended to 
be rendered and the Court later stru(^ 
down certain provisions of the Act under 
which services were to be rendered, the 
rules homed in 1955 were not rendered in- 
apph’cable — - Decision of Court Re- 
versed SC 1114 D (C N 238) 

Madras Pnnchayals Act (35 of 1958) 

See under Pandiayats. 

Maharashtra Agricultural Lands (Ceilings on 
Holdings) Act (27 of 1961) 

See under Tenancy Laws. 

Mahomedan Law 

Wahf — I Creation of — > Requirements 
SC 1035 A (G N 220) 
— Walcf — - Whether void for uncertainty 
Walcf in fevour of mosque in certain 
mohalla — Two mosques in Mohalla — 
Donor by a subsequent document showing 
that he had particular mosque in mind — 
Held that donor was best person to Imow 
which mosque he had in mind and wakf 
was not therefore void for uncertainty 

SC 1035 G (C N 220) 

Motor Transport Worlcers Act (27 of 19GH 

-S. 25 — Provisions of — By virtue ot, 

provisions of Payment of Wages Act, are aj>- 
plicable to Motor Transport Workers — ■ 
See Payment of Wages Act (1936), S. 15 
(1) Orissa 121 B (G N 42} 

Mhtar Vehicles Act (4 of 1939) 

S. 48 (as amended by Act 100 of 1956) 

— Fixation of time-table — Regional Trans- 
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Motcv VeUdes Art (confaL) 
port Authority is not acting is tpzad-Jtail- 
einl manner — AIR 1952 Mad 276 and 
Air 1962 Madh Fia 7, Dissent, from 

Raj 149 G (C N 34) 
—S. 48 — Regional Transport Authority 
can fir provisfoaal tzme-tahls 

Raj 149 D (C N 34) 
-■ S. 48 (as amended by Art 100 of 1956) 
»• Variation in time-table is not variation 
of condition of permit — Sea Motor Vehi- 
cles Art (1939), S. 64 

Ral 149 E (C N 34) 
■ I S. 48 (3) (ii) — Word “spedfied* 
Meaning — S« 

S. CT (8) 


See Motor VAicles Act (1939), 
Raj 149 A (C N 34) 


■Ss. 57 48 00 — Variation of 

conditions — Application for increasing 
Humber of services No maximuin num* 
Bct ^o£ daily services mentioned in appli- 
cant’s permit — Application could not bo 
treated ss one for varying conditions of 
permit so as to attract S. 57 (8) — » AIR 
1907 Rai 269. Reversed 

Raj 149 A (C N 34) 
» 8. 57 (8J — - New permit — Applica- 

tion for allo'ras few more trips by same 
vehicle— Ccnu^oo laying down maximum 
somber o! services In rebbon to route not 
attached to applicant's petmit — Appb'ca- 
ttoa cannot be treated as ono for new per- 
mit lUj 149 B (C N 34) 

■ Ss. 64, 48 (as amended \rf Art 100 of 
lOSg) ^ Right of appeal on ground of 
variation of concbHon — Variation io time- 
table is not variation of condition and as 

. such DO appeal lies on (hat gmund — AIR 
1962 Mys 215 and AIR 1962 Mys 161 and 
AIR I960 Ker 111 and AIR 1959 Andh Pra 
429 a^ AIR 1961 Madh Pra 367, Dissent, 
from Raj 149 E (C N 34) 

■ S. 68-0 — Satisfaction of secretary of 
the department — 'There is no delegation 
of authority of State — Rule 23A of Madras 
Government Business Rules is valid — See 
Constitution of India, Art 166 (3) 

SC 1102 B (C N 234) 

■ I 5 . 11&-G (^ — Powers of Motor Acci- 
dents Claims Tribnnal imdeT — Tribunal 

power to have evidence recorded on 
commission — Tribimal should exercise 
that power in accordance with priodpies 
settled by Court in b'^t of the related pro- 
visions of Qvil P. C. >— It is only in very 
extraordinary circumstances that a party to 
a litigation wdl be allowed to be examioed 
on commission Mad 259 (C N 69) 

• MUNIdPALITIES ‘ 

<— Coots Mmddpal Regnlation (2 of 190?) 
— ■ "S . 51 — Land or other pr o pert y bo- 
* — *“ oitmnittee — Local Authority 


has power of dispmal by way of ^e 
Mys 185”"” 


Mnssalman Waltf Art (42 of 1923) 

— . A pplieabrlity — The Art of 1923 did 

not apply to any wakf under which any 
bmiefit was, for the time being, claimabu 
by the waldf or any of his family descen- 
dants SC 1035 B (C N 220) 

Mysore Agricultural Inconre-tax Art (22 of 
1957) 

S. 3 (3) — Members of Joint family 

holding property as tenants-in^ximmon — - 
TTieir assessment for agriculfural income-bx 
would bo Invalid — See Hindu Law — 
Rutition Mys 168 A (C N 45) 

^ S chedule, Part I, Proviso — Person 
having undivided one-fourth share In areca 
gardens^ measuring 13.^ acres held In com- 
mon with three brnthera ^ Case of such 
person does not fall within Proviso to Part I 
of Schedule Mys 168 B (C N ^ 

Mysore ^’^lag6 Panchayats (Election of the 
ChalTman otiA fhw Roles 

(1959) 

See under Pazrehayats. 

Orissa Khadi and Villages .Ihdns tries Board 
Act (3 of 19S6) 

— — S. 4 (2). Proviso — Statutory dlssolu. 
tioo of K nani Board nnder. Is covered by 
Section 25FFF Isdurtrial Disputes Act, 
1947 -—See Industrial Disputes Act (1B47), 
S. Z5FVP Orissa 118 (C N 

PANCHATATS 

—Madras Panebayats Art (35 of 1958) 

■ S. 104 ~ Panchayat whether ran only 
be Panchayat within whose jnrisdicUon mar- 
ket is being held — Nexus TCtween market 
and Panchayat — Objection to payment to 
Panchayat having no su^ nexus 

Mad 2S3 (C N 72) 
—Mysore VilLige Panrtiayats (Election of 
the CSiaiiman and the Vrce-Chalrman) 
Rules (1959) 

’ — R . 17 — Election petition filed before 
Munsiif beyond time — Delay cannot be 
condoned — See Limitation Act (1063), 
S. 5 Mys 168 (C N 44) 

—Rajasthan Panchayat Somitis and TTITa 
Faiisbad Act (37 of 1059) 

- S . 45 — fVanrakh of 2ii?a Paruhad 
drawing bonorarium. under Rajasthan Pan- 
chayat SamIUs and Zila Parish^ Act does 
not hold office of profit trader State — > See 
Constitution of India, Art. 102 (1) (a) 

Raj 134 C (C N 82) 


B IC N 471 


Partnership Art (9 of 1932) 

* , S. 14 — Property of firm — Good-will 
Or the P t r si ness Or the firm Is expressly In- 
SC 1147 A (C N 240) 
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Partnership Act, (conli) . 

Ss. S9, 42 and 48 — Proviaons deal 

■with consequences ensuing after general 
dissohition — They do not abrogate tenm 
of contract under which partnership is to 
continue between surviving partners aftCT 
death of one — Act does not exHnguish 
rights of deceased partner in a^efa of 
^ SC 1147 C (C N 240) 

S. 42 — • Provisions deal with conse* 

fences engning after general ib’ssolution — < 
They do not abrogate terms of contract 
under which partnership is to txinbnue be- 
tween surviving partners after death ot one 
— Act does not extinguish rights of deck- 
ed partner in assets of firm — See Partner- 
ship Act (1932). S. 89^ ^ 

s. 42 — Contract to contrary — Death 

of partner — Partnership to continue under 
agreement between surviving partners 
Snare of deceased partner in insets includ- 
ing goodwill will devolve on his^ legal re- 
presentative in absence of anydiing to con- 
trary in agreement SC 1147 D (C N 240) 
g_ 40 Pro'visions deal with conse- 
quences ensuing after general dissolution-— 
^ey do not abrogate terms of contract 
undCT which partnerahip is to contone 
tween surviving partners ^er ^th ot one 
— Act does not extogutsh righto of deck- 
ed partner in assets of firm — See Partner- 
ship Act (1932), S. 

'-S 55 — Death of partner — Partner- 
g^sh^e ic 

Payment of Wages Act (4 of 1936) 

c 2 fvi) (b) — Amount due to' an em- 

Tilovee* of' State Transport Company in re^ 
oert of work done by him on d^s 
Ld public holiday — Amomt toe .gk 
withto definition of wages ^der S 15 (1)^ 

s„ Pcy«c». of N M 

15 Authority appoint^ imder. 


Penal Code (contd.) 

— — S. 97 — Eight of private defence — ^ 
Prosecution party in unauthorised posses- 
sion of Kunta — Accused party putting up 
bund on land — Prosecution party going 
in large number on land to remove bund 
and beating accused parto mercilessly —* 
Accused hdd had right of pri'vate defence 
SC 1079 (C N 229) 

S. 99 — — No right of private defence 

when there is ample opportunity of having 
recourse to authorities 

SC 1093 D (C N 231) 
S. 354 — Offence imder — Applicabi- 
lity of Probation of Offenders Act (1958) — • 
See Probation of Offenders Act (1958), Sec- 
tion 8 Eaj 129 D (C N 8 ()) 

S. 868 — ‘ Age of prosecutrix — Evi- 
dence — ' Unproved and unexhibited school 
certificate cannot be relied on — Criminal 
Appeal No. 913 of 1966 (Punj and Har- 
yana), Keversed SC 1029 A (C N 218) 

Ss. 866 and 876 — Age of prosecntrk 

is always of importance 

SC 1029 G (C N 218) 

S. 868 — Prosecutrix found to be used 

to sexual intercourse — Her statement t^t 
she was threatened and induced to go ■with 
accused should be corroborated in material 
particulars from independent source, to base 
conviction of accused upon — Criminal Ap- 
peal No. 913 of 1966 tPimj and Karyana). 
Beversed SC 1029 E (C N 218) 

— _S. 876 — Age of prosecutrix is alwa^ 
of importance — See Penal Code (1860), 

Probation of Offenders Act (20 of 1958) 

Ss. 3 6 — Offence under Sec. 354, 

Penal Co5e — Queshon of applicability 
of Probation of Offenders Act (1958) — - 

Each case -will be regulated by its cmnm- 
stances Baj 129 D (C N 80) 

S. 6 — Offence under S. 354, Pend 

Code " — Applicability of Probation of Of- 
fenders Act (1958) — See Probation of Of- 
irndm Aot (X958). S. j, „ ggj 


is not Court subordinate to High Court 
Authority not subject to revisi^d Jt^di^ 

tiTotUigh Court-See CivdP. C 

(1908), S. 115 Onssa 121 A (G N 
i Ss. 15 (1) and S. 2 (yi) (b) — S. 15 (1) 

— Jurisdiction of Authonty 
Amount due to an employee of 
■nort Company in respect of 'vorh done by 
on davs of rest and public holidays 
fcoi^t S faJls^thin definition of Wages 
under the Act — • Authority has lunsicbon 

S“Scito>e claim by .the S) 

amount due Onssa 121 B (C W ^1 

Pend Code (45 of 1860) 

c. 11 — Municipal CorporaHoii — It 

3''puSabfe'5ii'fiM™S*Iniprisomii«nl 

Stepal CouBdl is 33, 


prohibition 

•—Bombay Prohibition Act (25 of 1949) 

S. 66 (1) (b) — Charge under — Proof 

—-Requirements — ProsecuHon, whether 

gjSsort «, S. 106 g_^S.J14. Ev.d»| 

s. 66 (1) (b) — Charge against accus^ 

under Secbon 66 (1) (b) -- Fmd 
exceeding 0.05 per cent WV m blood of 
Find can only prove that accus- 
iriad consumed liquor — It cauuot prwe 
that he had consum^ liquor at place 
where he ^vas found ^ ^ 


Prtmndal Insolvency Act (5 of 1920) 
c- oo and 87 — Limitation Act (19^/» 

mi ASi'i' “ - 




Parfaerslrip Act (conli) 

— — Ss. 89, 42 and 46 — Pnmsicnis deal 
■with consequences ensuing after general 
dissolution — They do not abrogate terms 
of contract under 'whidb. parbiership ^ ^ 
continue between surviving partners aftCT 
death of one — Act does not extingmsh 
rights of deceased partner in ^ete ot 
^ SC 1147 C (C N 240) 

S. 42 — ' Provisions deal with conse- 
quences ensuing after general ilissolution - 
They do not abrogate terms of contract 
under which ■ partnership is to continue be- 
tween survi-ving partners after death or one 
Act does not extinguish rights ot deceas- 
ed partner in assets of firm — See Partner- 
slip Act {1932), S. 39^ ^ ^ 

s 42 — Contract to contrary — Death 

of pa^er — Partnership to continue under 
agreement between surviving partners — 
Shme of deceased partner in j^sets mdud- 
ins goodwill will devolve on nis legal re- 
presentative in absence of anything to pon- 
trary in agreement SC 1147 D (C JN 
is. 46 Provisions deal with conse- 
quences ensuing after general dissolution-- 
They do not abrogate terms of contract 
undCT which partnership is to continue 
tween surviving partners ^er deato o 

— Act does not extinguish nghte of dec^ 
ed partner in assets of firm — See Partner- 
ship Act (1932). S. 89^ ^ ^ 

^. 55 — Death of partner — Partaer- 

ship to continue under agreemmt — 
tion not a bar to leg^d representative claun- 

stec to 240) 

Payment of Wages Act (4 of 1936) 

o 2 (vil (b) — ' Amount due to ap. em- 

nlovee* of' State Transport Company m re^ 
S of work done by him on days of r^ 
Ld public holidays — Amount due 
within definition of q 

s« raytoe.! rf S. 

c 15 — Authority appointed imder, 

is not’ Court subordinate to High Court 
Authority not subject to jevisi^d Jj^isdi^ 

tion of High Court — See n 

S 115 Onssa 121 A (C in 4^; 

15 (?) and S. 2(yi)(b) - S 15 W 
__ Jurisdiction of Authonty „ 

Amount due to an employee of State T^ 
Dort Company in respect of work ^rie by 
^?Tn' n-n dn^vs of rest and public hohdays 
fcorS £ f^^vithin definition of. Wages 
under the Act — ■ Authority has lunsicbon 

to decide the claim ^the 42 ) 

amount due Onssa 121 B (G W 4-J 

Penal Code (45 of 1860) 

c 11 — Municipal Corporation — It 
•r.mspnited for offences which are 
3- Vnishable with fine, for imprisonment 
of Municipal Councff S3) 
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Penal Code (conld.) 

— — S. 97. — Right of private defence — * 
Prosecntion jrarty in unauthorised posses- 
sion of Kunta — Accused party putting up 
bund on land — Prosecution party going 
in large number on land to remove ound 
and heating accused party mercilessly 


Accused hmd had right or private defence 
SC 1079 (C N 229) 
— S. 99 — No right of private defence 
when there is ample opportunity of having 
recourse to authorities 

SC 1093 D (G N 231) 
5. 854 — Offence ■under — Applicabi- 


' o» \Jcr*x ■ ’ V/XlCin-yO 

lity of Probation of Offenders Act (1958) — » 
See Probation of Offenders Act (1958), Sec- 
tion 8 Raj 129 D (C N 30) 

S. 866 — t Age of prosecutrix — Evi- 
dence — Unprovra and unexhibited school 
certificate cannot be relied on — Cliiminal 
Appeal No. 913 of 1968 (Punj and Har- 
j-ana). Reversed SC 1029 A (C N 218) 

Ss. 866 and 876 — Age of prosecutrix 

is always of importance 

SC 1029 C (C N 218) 

S. 868 — Prosecutrix found to be used 

to sexual intercourse — Her statement that 
she ■was ■threatened and induced to go with 
accused should be corroborated in material 
particulars from independent source, to base 
conviction of accused upon — Criminal Ap- 

B eal No. 913 of 1968 (Punj and Haryana), 
eversed SC 1029 E (C N 218) 

,S. 376 — Age of prosecutrix is alwa^ 
of importance — - See Penal Code (1860), 
S. 866 SC 1029 C (C N 218), 

Probation of Offenders Act (20 of 1958) 

Ss. 8 6 — Offence under Sec. 354, 

Penal Co5e — Question of applicability 
of Probation of Offenders Act (1958) — > 

Each case will be regulated by its circim- 
stances R^j 1B9 D (C N 80) 

S. 6 — Offence imder S. 354, Pend 

Code Applicability of Probation of Of- 
fenders Act (1958) — See Probation of Of- 
todm Act (1958), S- j, ^ 

PROHIBmON 

—Bombay Prohibition Act (25 of 1949) 

S. 66 (1) (b) — Charge under — Proof 

—Requirements — Pros^tion, 'vhethCT 

S Mscrt •» S- 108 

s. 68 (1) (b) — Charge against accused 

under Section 66 (1) (b) — Fmd of drohol 
exceeding 0.05 per cent WV m blood of 
accused — Find can only prove that accus- 
ed had consumed liquor — It cannot p^ 
that he had consumed hquor at place 

where he was found B (G N 19J 


Provincial insolvency Act (5 of 1920) 

Ss 28 and 87 — Limitation , Act (19^* 
and Article 22 - ‘A’ dunng 
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Eforfndal fcsolrenty Act (contd.) 
pendency of Insolvency proceeding against 
hTTTi maidng deposit ttt money wUn another 
— Notice hy *A’ ior rehim of dq>o^ also 
during p^ency of insolvency proceedings 
A not taking any farther actbn on 
notice — Adjudicab'en of ‘A’ as insolvezit 
annulled Fresh notice of demand made 
by ‘A’ against depoatee, followed Iw a suit 
-^oit filed within th:^ years ot second 
notice but more than three years after first 
notice — Suit held was gorcmed by Arti- 
cle 22, Limitatioa Act — Tune started 
tunning from first noti^ and bence suit 
was ban^ — No disability attached to A 
due to pendency of insolvency proceedings 
Bom 262 A (C N 45) 

S. 87 — See Provincial Insolvency Act 

(1920). S. 28 Bom 282 A (G N 45) 

FTTBIIG SAFETY 

— Jammn and y««TiTn^ Preventive Dctentioa 
Act (13 of 18&I) 

— S. 3 — Article 370 never ceased to 
apply to Jammu and Kashmir — Effect — 
Jammu and Preventive Detention 

Act (IS of 1934) is not void See Goo- 

stitunon of India, Artiela 370 

SC 1118 A (G N 237) 


Fci^ab Gvil Settees Bnlea 
Seo under Qvil Services. 

Poniab IRro^niption Act (1 of 1919) 

I ■ S. 15 (1) ft). Fourth — Sale by co- 
sharer of his sharo in speme part of toint 
tffld — Vendees do not become co-sharen 
in the ioint of co-sharera — Vendees 
not entitled to claim ri^t of pre-emptioa 
aeiinst subse^ent tracst er ees or other co- 
snareis — Bi^t of vendees to rinfm _ 
Joint possession with other co-shareis on 
partidoa ^ 804 A (G N 48) (FB) 

Punjab Pnblio XldotioQs Department (Gazet- 
ted) Services Buies (195S) 

^ee uno’er OVi7 Sbrvibes; 

Ibfiway F.«HWidTTn«»nt Coffo 
See under Gvil Services. 

Bajasthan 10^ Court Buies 

See under High Court Buies and Orders. 
Bajaslban MMsterial Staff Boles (1957) 

See under Gvil Services. 

Bajasthan Panchayat Sanutis imd 77T< pni- 
*had Act (37 of 1959) 

Seo under Panchayats. 

Bajastban Serrlco Boles (1951) 

See under Civil Services. 

Be^tradon Act (IC of 190S) 

— S. 17 (2), Q. (vi) — C om pr omi se com- 
prising properties in suit as well as pro- 
perties outsJoe the srdt — It requires n^is- 
tratSon only to the cstent of pro^ty whhdi 


Be^stration Act (eonfd.) 

Is outside the subject-matter of the suit 

Andh Pra 253 A (G N 88] 
Beprese n t a fion of the People Act (43 of 
1951) 

— 5. 83— > Election petitloa — PrfiHoaer 
cannot put forward a case during argument, 
which !m did not take in his petition— It is 
not proper to take respondent by surorise 
Raj 134 D (C N 82] 
■ S . 123 — C uiiup t practice involving 
bribery — Action of Minister on eve of 
election BaJ 134 E (O N 82) 

SALES TAX 

— Tamil Nadn (Madras) General Sales Tax 
Act (1 of 1939) 

■■I ■ S. 3 (3) Explanation — Levy of taxes 
on sales or purohase of goods — Com- 
ponent part — Sale of — Bight to cooces- 
laonal rate of Sales Tax — Opponent part 
capable of identification by chemical or 
other lest of finished product — Sale of 
component entitled for concessional rate 

SC 1027 (C N 217) 
— U. P. Sal« Tax Act 05 of 1048) 

— S. SAA (2)— Furnishing of Form HIA 
— - Whethof mandatory or directory — Seo 
Saks Tax — U. P. S^es Tax Rol^R. 12A 
All 862 B (C NS8) (EB) 
— S. 9 Cl) — Appeal — Payment of 
edinitted tu — Not mentioned in memo- 
randum of appeal — - Do« not render it 
poa-eatgrtalnabie 

All 882 A (C N 68) (PB] 

— TU. Soles Tax Buies 
—Rule 12-A — U. P. Sales Tax Act, Se> 
tion 8-AA (2) — Furnishing of Form HI-A 
— ’Whether mandatory or directory — Pur- 
chase for resale — Presumption — (1902) 
13 STC 898 (AB), Dissented from 

AD 862 B (C N 58) (FB) 
— — B. I2-A — Vires of Btuo cannot be 
challenged before aulhori^ constituted 
under O'. F. Sates Tar Act {15' of 194S) 

An 802T (C N 56) CFB) 
i — B . 63 (1) — Ai^}eal memorandum — 
Amendment to inedudo statement as to pay- 
ment of admitted tax — ^Vhen may w 
allowed — Seo Sales Tax — V, F. Sales 
Tax Act (15 of 104S). S. 9 (1) 

AH 862 A (C N 58) (FB) 


Sanrashtra Baddiall Abolition Act (20 of 
1951) • ■ 

Seo under Tenancy Lows. 

Stamp Act (2 of 3S99) 

See under Stamp Duty, 

STAAIP DTJIT 

— Stamp Act (2 of 1899) 

— ^,10 (asameaded in Madras) —Least 

— Held on facts that Art 85 (c) was not 
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Sfsmp Dnfy — Stamp Act (contd.) 
applicable — See T. P. Act (1882), S. 108 
Mad 288 (C N 78) (FB) 
— — ScL 1, Art 1 Limitation Act (1908), 
S. 19 — • Acknowled^enfs under — > Dis- 
tinction between, pointed out — > Held on 
construction that documents in question did 
not fall under Article 1 of Sch. 1 of Stamp 
Act - Even thou^ unstamped they were 
admisable in evidence for proving acknow- 
ledgment of defat — See Lunitation Act 
(1908), S. 19 Bom 251 A (C N 44) 

•——Sch, L Art 85 (as amended in Madras) 
— Lease — Held on facts that Art 35 (c) 
■was hot applicable — See T. P. Act (1882), 
S. 108 Mad 288 (C N 78) (FB) 

— — Sch, L Art 4^ Proviso (Madras) — - 
Partition deed of “^assessed lands” — As- 
sessment of stamp duty — Standing cnras 
on such land should not be separately valu- 
ed — Expression “land” carries with it aE 
the fixtures thereto like trees, plants, crops 
and the like Mad 290 (C N 7.9) (FB) 


States Reorganisation Act (37 of 1956) 

— I — Ss. 115 (5), 117 — Matters relating to 
integration of services resulting from State 
reorganisation — Central . Government is 
final authority Ker 165 A (G N 27) ‘ (TO) 

-S, 115 (5) — Integration of services 

after State reorganisation — Equation of 
posts of Munsifs of Madras State with those 
of Travancore-Cochin State — Adoption of 
principle of functional parity with refer- 
ence to nature, powers and responsibilities 
of posts — No contravention of S. 115 (5) 
Ker 165 E (C N 27) (FB) 
115 (^ — > Integration of Magis- 
trates with civil judiciary — Creation of 
separate cadre and separate rules for them 

— No violation of principles of integration 
of services Ker 165 F (C N 27) (FB) 

S, 115 (5) — Public servant holding 

ofiBdating post on promotion and also sub- 
stantive hen of, post of lower grade — In- 
clusion of his name in seniority lists of both 
grades is necessary 

Ker 165 G (C N 27) (FB) 
S. 115 (5) — Integration of employees 

— Inter se seniority of employees allotted 
from other State cannot be disturbed 

Ker 165 H (G N 27) (FB) 

S. 115 (5) — ^ Integration of services in 

newly formed States — Power of Central 
Government — Delegation — Vahdity — 
AIR 1969 Punj 84 and AIR 1965 Guj 23 
(FB), Dissented from— (Constitution of India, 
Article 246) Madh Pra 182 A (C N 28) 

— — S. 115 . — Integration of services 

under — Powers of Central Government 
are quasi judicial — . Speaking orders must 
be passed and reasonable opportunity be 
given to employee 

Madh Pra 182 D (C N 28) 

S. 115 (5) ^) — Gradation list — 

Ri^t of employee to represent — Nature 
■ Madh Pil 182 B (C N 28) 


States Reorganisation Act (contd.) 

5. 115 (5) (b) — Ri^ of a civil set' 

v^t to make representation to Central 
Government — Not exhausted by making 
one representation 

Madh Pra 182 G (C N 28) 
*: — 115^ (X), — ' Order relating to ahoca- 
tion of service — See States Reorganisation 
Act (1956). Section 116 (2) 

Madh Pra 182 F (C N 28) 

- • ~S. 115 (7) — ' Protection under — Pro- 

visional mdation list — Public servant 
maced in lower pay scale carmot contend 
that new pay sc^es are to his disadvantage 
— - He has option to retain his old pay 
scale Madh Pra 182 G (G N 28) 

S, 116 (2) — Allocated servant — 

Power of State Government to pass order 
affecting continuity in post 

Madh Pra 182 F (C N 28) 
— 5. 117 — Matters relating to integra- 
tion of services resultiim from State Re- 
organisation — Central Government is finaT 
authority — See States Reorganisation 
Act (1958), Section 115 (5) 

Ker 165 A (C N 27) (FB) 

Succesnon Act (39 of 1925) 

— y- 276 — Probate proceeding — Per- 
mission to withdraw and file a feesh pro- 
ceeding sought — Court could either ac- 
cept the petition or reject it in toto — See 
avil P. C. (1908), O. 23, R. 1 (2) 

All 882 (C N 59) 

Tamff Nadu (Madras) General Sales Tax Act 
(1 of 1959) 

See under Sales Tax. 

TENANCY LAWS 

—Andhra Radesh (Telangana Area) Tenancy 
and Agricultural Lands Act (21 of 1950) 

S. 47 (1) — Settlement of suit by way 

of compromise — When amounts to 'trans- 
fer’ under Section 47 (1) 

Andh Pra 253 B (C N 88) 

—Assam Land and Revenue Regulation (1 
of 1886) 

Ss. 16, 155 — ^Rules framed under Sec- 
tion 155 — Assam Pishery Rules, R. 12 — 
Vahdity — Rule is not ultra vires S. 16 
or Art 14 or 19 (1) (g) — Government is 
competent to make direct settlement of 
Fisheries without sale 

Assam 91 A (G N 20) (FB) 

Ss, 70 and 91 — Apphcabihty — De- 

feult of rent in respect of anmial patta 
lands — Sale can neither be under Sec. 70 
nor of non-defaulting estate rmder S. 91 
Assam 82 B _(C N 18) 
Ss. 81 and 151 — Application rmder 

— li^tation — Apphcation under S. 151 

held not barred though filed after expiry of 
three years from date of sale — Sec. 151 
gives wide power to Board and could be 
invoked in appropriate case — Question of 
limitation would not affect jurisdiction of 
Board Assam 82 A (G N 18) 
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Itsianey Laws Assam T<and and Ber c cc e 
Begnlation (contd.) 

— — S. 91 — Applicatnity — Arrears of 
rent of annual patta lands — • Sale of sort* 
defaulting estate — • Section cannot be in* 
yoked — See Tenancy Laws — Assam 


T jnd ffnd Beventte Eegalab’on (1 of 1888), 
S. 70 Assam 82 B (C N 18) 

— S. 151 — Section gives sride power — 
^ fnvokKl in appropriate case — . 
Question of limitation does not affect ftzris* 
diction of Board — See Tenanw Laws — 
Assam Land and Bevenne Be^Jadon (1 of 
1886), Section 81 

Assam 82 A (C N 18) 
— — S. 255 — Boles under — See Tenancy 
X<aws — Assam l^d and Revenue Regula- 
tion (1 of 1886) 

S. 155 — Rules under — Assam 

Fisheries Rules, R. 12 — Jurisdiction under 
B. 12 is bteot — See Constitutioa of India. 
Art 226 Assam 91 B (C N SO) 

—Bihar Land Reforms (Flxatian of Cefliag 
Area and Aetpiisitioa of Surplus l<and) 
Act, 1961 (12 of 1962) 

— -S. 16 (3) — Petition under for pro- 
enptzon — AfaJatalnabUity 

Pat 2& (C N S9) (FB) 
—Bihar Tenancy Act (8 of 1885) 

— S. 4 — Tenant cootimifag in posses- 
sfon under void agricultural lease for Bve 
yean — Landlord accepting rent for five 
yean and sending quit notice thereafter — 
Tenant bolding over — Nature o! posses- 
sion — Suit tor ejectment within 12 years 
of notice Is maintainable — See T. F. Act 
(1882), Section 105 

Pat 256 J (C N 40) 
- 1 -S. 20 — Acquisition of permaDent 
tenancy by prescription — Agricultural 

tenancy — See limitation Art (1908), 

Art. 144 Pat 256 G (C N 40) 

S. 21 — Acquisition of p eim anent 

tenancy by prescription — Agricultural 

tenancy — limitation Art (1903). 

Art. 144 Pat 256 G (C N 40) 

S. 118 — District Board aconlriog 
land under Land Acquisition Art and leas- 
ing it out for agricultural purposes — 
L^ee does not acquire occ u pancy rijdit 
in it Pat 256 C (C N 40) 

S. 116 — Tenant continuing In posses- 
sion under void agricultural lease for five 
years — Landlord accepting rent for five 
years and sendjng quit notice thereafter — 
Tenant holding over — Nattiro of posses- 
sion — Suit for ejectment witUn 12 years 
of notice is maintainable — See T. P. Act 
(1SS2). Section 105 

Pat 256 J (C N 40) 
— <tea, Dsnan and Dia Asricnltural 

Tenancy Act (7 of 1964) 

— S . 7 — Exerdse of power under ^ 
Mamlatdar arts as tribunal or Judicial oS- 
cer and sot as administrative o ffi c er 

Goa 94 (C N leS 


Tenancy Laws (coutdO 
— hlaharasbtra Agricultural Lasds (Cefflng 
cm Holdings) Act (27 of 1961} 

■ -S. 2 (20) — Determination of land la 

oxttss of ceiling area — Separate holdings 
held by other family members — Whether 
can be clubbed as single bolding — See 
Tenancy Laws — Manaiashtia Agricultural 
Lands (Ceiling on Holdings) Art (27 of 
1961). Section S Bom 249 (C N 43) 

— Ss. ^ ^ 6 and 2 (20) — Determina- 
tion of land in excess or ceiling area — 
Separate holdings h^ by other family 
members — Whether can be clubbed as 
single boldmg Bom 249 (C N 43) 

S. 4 — Detennfnatioa of land iu 

excess of ceiling area — Separate holdings 
held by other family members — Whether 
can be clubbed as single bolding — See 
Tenancy Laws — Maharashtra Agricultural 
Lands /CCiliDg on Holdings) Act (27 of 
1961). Section 3 Bom 219 (C N 43) 

-S. 6 — Determination of land In ex- 
cess of ceiling area — Separate holdings 
held by other family members — Whether 
can be clubbed as single holding — See 
Tenancy Lnws — Maharashtra Agricultural 
Lands (Ceiliag oa Holdings) Act (27 of 
1961), S. 3 Bom 249 (C N 43) 

^^anrashtra Barkhali AboBtiem Act (26 of 
1951) 

— --S. 19 (1) — "Surveyed aod settled"— 
vvords refer to surv» and settlement under 
Chapters VUI and Vul-A of Borol»y Land 
Beveoue Code and not to Section 52 of the 
Code AIB 1966 Cui 200. Beversed 

SC 1072 (C N 2273 
F. Zamindail Abolition and Re- 
forms Ac^ 1950 (1 of 1051) 

— — S. 541 — Proceedings governed by 
U. F. ^^mlndori Abolition and Land Be- 
fonns Act, 1950 (1 of 1951) — Provisions 
of Limitation Act apply — See TimirnHi-na 
Act (1008), S. 29 (2^ (b) 

An S53 (C N 


Transfer of P ropert y Act (4 of 1882) 

— — S. 8 — Shamilal land corresponding to 
proprietary land — Does not pass to vendee 
uDiess speofimlly transferred — See Limi- 
latitm Art (1963), Arts- 64, 63 

Punj 293 (C N 45) 
— S. 55 (4) (a) — Deprivation of posses- 
eiou — Interest when payable — See 1-and 
Acquisition Art (1804). S. 28 

Andh Pra 262 B (C N 40) (FB) 
■ - &. 58, 100 — ^fortgage and char^ 
Distinction ^ Agre em ent to mortgage, 
fa toot mortgage SC 1041 B (C N 222) 
— — — S. 1(X) — Moit^ge and charge — 
Distinction — See T. P. Art (1882). S. SS 
SC 1041 B (C N 222) 
ox. 1^ to lid and 117 — Provisitmf 
of & 103 to 116 do not apply to agricnl- 
teral leases except in so fax as the local 
Coveiomenfa by notification declare 

Pat 256 H (C N 40] 
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Transfer of Broperty Act (contd.) 

— S. 105 — ^ Person in possession trader 
void lease — Document or lease cannot be 
looked into for determining terms and 
concb'tions under which the person continu- 
ed in occupation of land — For each of 
the years during which the rent was ac- 
cepts from the tenant by the landlord, 
the tenancy, for that particular year was 
created in favour of the tenant and the 
tenant had accordingly no right to retain 
^ssession of the lands after the lapse of 
the period during which he was allowed hy 
the landlord to remain in possession by ao- 
cepting rent from him 

Pat 256 I (C N 40) 

— S s. 105, 106, 117 — Limitation Act 
(1908), Art. 144 — Tenant continuing in 

K ession under void agricultural lease of 
acquired by District Board trader Land 
Acquisition Act, for five years — Landlord 
accepting rent for five years and sending 
qvit sotica ibereafter — Tenant holding 
over — Nature of possession — ■ Suit for 
ejectment within 12 years of notice is main- 
t^able — S. 108, T. P, Act does not ap- 

f ly in view of Section 117 of the Act — 
ec. 116 of Bihar Tenancy Act also has no 
application, since land was acquired under 
lirad Acquisition Act 

Pat 256 J (C N 40) 

— — S. 108 — Monthly tenancy — Herita- 
bility — • Termination of tenancy of co- 
tenants •— Notice — Requirements — AIR 
1988 Ker 229, Dissented from 

All S89 (C N 61) 

k- S. 106 — Tenant continuing in posses- 

aon under void agricultural lease for five 
years — Landlord accepting rent for five 
years' and sending qm't notice thereafter — 
Tenant holding over — Nature of posses- 
sion — Suit for ejectment within 12 years 
of notice is maintainable — See T, P. Act 
(1882), S. 105 Pat 256 J (C N 40) 

Ss. 108. Ill (a) to (f) — • Notice under 

S. 106 — ^ Termination of tenancy by effliK 
of time — No notice under Section 106 is 
required Pat 256 K (G N 40) 

- — S . 108 — Stamp Act (1899), S. 16 and 
Sch. L Art. 85 (as amended in Madras) — ■ 
Lease — • Premium and rent, difierence be- 
tween — Heli on facts, that Art 85 (c) 
was not applicable 

Mad 288 (C N 78) (FB) 

S. 108 — Rights of tenant — Tenant 

has.no right to effect reconstruction of or 
improvements to building and claim com- 
pensation Mad 291 E (C N SO) 

S . 108 (f) and (m) — Repairs — - Duty 

of landlord and tenant 

Mad 291 A (C N 80) 

S. Ill (a) to (f) — ^ Termination of 

tenancy by efflux of time — No notice 
under Section 106 is required — See T. P. 
Act (1882), Section 106 

Pat 256 E (C N 40) 

S. 117 — Prorisions of Ss. 105 to 116 

do not apply to agricultural leases except in 


Transfer of Property Act (contd.) 
so far as the local Governments by notifica- 
tion declare — See T. P. Act (1882). Sec- 
tions 105 to 116 Pat 256 H (C N 40) 

— S- 117 — Tenant confinufng in posses- 
sion under void agricultural lease for five 
years — Landlord accepting rent for five 
years and sending quit notice there^er — . 
Tenant holding over — Nature of posses- 
sion — Suit for ejectment within 12 years 
of notice is maintainable — See T. P Act 
(1882), S, 105 Pat 258 J (G N 40) 

Trusts Act (2 of 1882) 

• S. 84 — S. 84 is only enabling section 

■ — See Trusts Act (1882), S. 86 

Cal 292 E (C N 58) 

S. 86 — Trust property requiring re- 
pairs — Trustee need not go to Court for 
direction but can himself carry out repairs 
Cal 292 E (G N 58) 

• S. SS — Mortgage of trust property 

' — Proof of necessity — Onus 

Cal 292 G (C N 58) 

S. 78 — * Creation of trust hy deed — 

Trustee given powers to mortgage property 
'‘for such purpose" — Expression "for suci 
prrTMse" unmeaning and not practicable — 
Settlor revoking that Clause with the con- 
sent of trustee — ► Revocation is valid 

Cal 292 M (C N 58) 

U. P. Sales Tax Act (15 of 1948) 

See imder Sales Tax. 

U. P. Sales Tax Rules 
See under Sales Tax, 

U. P. Zamfndati Abolition and Xoad Re- 
forms Act (1 of 1951) 

See under Tenancy Laws. 

W. B. Estates Acqrrisitron Act (1 of 1954) 

S. 6 (1) (b) (as amended by W. B. 

Act 9 of 1961) — Amendment to S. 6 (1) 
fb) is • retrospective — See Civil P. C. 
(1908), Pre, Cal 285 (C N 56) 

Words and Phrases 

^“Acting or muTrorling to act in dis- 
charge of official duty” — See Criminal P. C. 
(1898), S. 197 Raj 145 C (C N S3) 

^Tjikely to disturb communal harmony” 

— See Dmence of India Rules (1962), R. 85 
(6) (g) An 383 D (G N 60) 

"Likely to promote keeling of enmity 

and hatred” — See Defence of India Rules 
(1962), R. 85 (6) (g) 

AH 883 D (C N 60) 

•"Likely to result in lack of commund 

harmony” — See Defence of India Rules 
(1962), R. 35 (6) (g) 

AH 883 D (C N 60) 

^“Occupation” — Meaning of — See 

Expenditure Tax Act (1957), S. 5 (a) 

Guj 141 (G N 21) 
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Words end Phrases fcostd.) 

——“Office of profit — Meaning of— See 
Constitotion of India, Art. 102 {1) (a) 

Hai 184 C (6 N 82} 
— *Premiuin and Een^ — See T. P, Act 
(1882). S. 108 Mad 288 (C N 78) (FB) 
■ ' “ Person" — See Peni Code (i860), 
S. 11 Raj 145 D (C N 83) 

—Repairs — Meaning of — See Houses 
and Rents — Madras Building} (Lease and 
Rent Control) Act (1060). S. 2 (7) 

M^ 291 C (C N 80) 
— "Ultra vires* — Meaning of — To say 


Words ar^d Phrases (contd.) 

Hiat Section of Act is ultra vires the Act is 
misnomer — See Civil P. C. (1908), Rre- 
amWe Mys 121 B (C N 40) 

Woifanen’s Compensation Act (8 of 1023) 
— — S. 4 — Compensation applicaUon for 
— Dea& of applicant during compensa- 
tfoQ piOMedings — Application does not 
abate — • There is no Bred tune limit for 
heirs to bo substituted — Order 22 of Civil 
P. C. and provisions of Limitation Act, do 
not apply to such applications 

Bom 202 A (G N 402 


SUBJECTWISE LIST OF CASES OVERRULED, REVERSED AND 
DISSENTED FROM, ETC. IN A. L R. 1970 JULY 


Cantonments Act (H of 1824) 

— S. 280 — 0668) C. M. W. P. No. 1744 
of 1967. D/- fr4-1968 (All) — Bevers. 
Am 1970 All 357 B (C N 55). 

Civil Procedure Code (5 of 1903) 

--5. 11 — Am 1955 Orissa 81 — Dtss. 
Am 1970 Pat 237 (C N 37) (FB). 

— S. 11 — Am 1981 Orissa 88 — Diss. 
Am 1970 Pat 237 (C N 37) (FB). 

— S. 11 — Am 1964 Orissa 107 — Dlss. 
Am 1970 Pat 237 (C K 37) (FB). 

— S. 11 — Am 1867 Orissa 38 — Diss. 
Am 1970 Pat 237 (C N 37) (FB), 

—S. 11 — Am 1947 Pat 293 — Partly 
overruled. Am 1970 Fat 237 (C N 37) 
(FB). 

— S. IJ — Am 1650 Pat ^Hot A. 
Am 1970 Pat 237 (C N 37) (FB). 

— S. 20(c) — Am 1956 Assam 85 — Diss. 
Am 1970 Pat 212 (C N 34). 

— S. 20rc) — AJB 1953 Cal 235 — Hdd 
Impliedly Overruled by AIB 1960 Cal 391 
As Interpreted Am 1970 Pat 212 
(C N 34). 

— S. 47 — Am 1955 Orissa 81 — Diss. 
Am 3970 Pat 237 (C N 37) (FB). 

— S. 47 — Am 1961 Orissa 86 — Diss. 
Am 1970 Pat 237 (C N 37) (FB). 

— S, 47 — Am 1064 Orissa 107 — Diss. 
Am 1970 Pat 237 (C N 37) (FB). 

— S. 47 — AIR 1967 Orissa 39 — Diss. 
AIR 1970 Pat 237 (C N 37) (FB). 

— S. 47 — Am 1947 Pat 298 — Partly 
Overruled. Am 1970 Pat 237 (C N 37) 
(FB). 

— S. 47 — Am 1950 Pat 354 — Not A- 
AIR 1970 Pat 237 (C N 37) (FB). 

•— S. 80 — Am 1956 Assam S^Diss. Am 
1970 Pat 212 (C N 34). 

— S. 80 — Am 1953 Cal 235 — HeH Im- 
pliedly Overruled by Am 1960 Cal 391 
As Interpreted Am 1970 Pat 212 
(CH 34). 


CivU P. C. (confd.) 

— S. 315 — Am 1945 Lah S16 — Diss. 
AIR 1970 Orissa 121 A (C N 42). 

— S. 115 — AIR 1051 Pat 140 — Diss. 
AIR 1970 Orissa 121 A (C N 42). 

— O. 5. R. 9 — Am 1940 Mad 213 — Over. 
Am 2970 Mad 271 D (C N 77) (FB). 

— O. 5. R. 19 — Am 1943 Mad 55 — Over. 
AIR 3970 Mad 271 D (C N 77) (FB). 

— O. 5. a 19— Am 1944 Mad 193— Over. 
Am 1970 Mad 271 D (C N 77) (FB). 

14. B. 2— Am 1963 HaJ 100— Diss. 
Am 1970 Raj 131 A (C N 31). 

— O. 21. R. 66 — Am 1940 Mad 213 — 
Over. Am 1970 Mad 271 D (C N 771 
(FB) 

— O. 21. R. 65 — Am 1943 Mad 65 — 
Over. Am 1970 Mad 271 D (C N 77) 

CFB). 

— O. 2L R. 66 — Am 1944 Mad 193 — 
Over. Am 1970 Mad 271 D (C N 77) 
(FB). 

— O. 21. R. 84 — Am 1935 Oudh 131 — 
Diss. Am 1970 AU 398 (C N 63). 

— O. 21. R. 64 — Am 1940 Oudh 261 — 
Diss. Am 1970 All 398 (C N 63). 

— O. 21, R 84 — Am 1931 Cal 583 — 
Diss. Am 3970 All 398 (C N 63). 

— O. 21. R 90— Am 1940 Mad 213— Over. 
AIR 1970 Mad 271 D (C N 77) (FB). 

— O. 21, R 90 — Am 1943 Mad 55 — 
Over. Am 1970 Mad 271 D (C N 771 
(FB). 

— O. 21. R 90 — Am 1944 Mad 193 — 
Over. Am 1970 Mad 271 D (C N 77) 
(FB). 

— O. 43. R 1 (r) — 3960 All LJ 124 — 
Over. AIR 3970 All 376 A (C N 57) 
(FB). 

CIVIL SERVICES 
-.^tojasthan Service Rules (1931) 

— R 23.A — ILR 0957) 17 Raj 50 — 
Eevers. AIR 3970 SC 1C99 A (C N 233). 



SublectVTise list of Cases Overruled Eta In A. L R. 1970 July 


CJonsfifution of India 

—Art 19 — AIR 1957 Cal 702 — Biss. 

AIR 1970 Ddhi 143 F. (C N 32), 

^AtL 190 (£) — (1947) 331 US 145 —* 
iSo USSC 52 (C N 8). 

—Art 19(1) (f) — (1950) 339 US 56 — 
0^ S 1970 USSC 52 (C N 8). 

—Alt 20(3) — (1947) 331 US 145— Over. 
AIR 1970 USSC 52 (C N 8). 

-Art 20(3) - (1950) 339 US 56 ^ Over. 
AIR 1970 USSC 52 (C N 8). 

—Art 226 — (1968) C. 14. W. P. 3^. 1744 
of 1967. D/- 8-4-1968 (/^) — Revers. 

Sr 1970 m 357 C (C H 55). 

—Art 245 — AIR 1957 Cal 702 — Biss. 
AIR 1970 Delhi 143 F (C N 32). 

COURT FEES & SUITS VALUATIONS 

— Bomhay Court Fees Act (36 of 1959) 

-Sch. n. Art 13 - ILR 17 ^ 238 ^ 
Biss. AIR 1970 Bom 271 D (C N 48). 

-Sch. n. Aft 13 - AIR 1945 146 

— Diss. AIR 1970 Bom 271 D 

CC N 48). 

c..!-, TT Art 13 — AIR 1966 M 3 rs 150-^ 
Diss. AIR 1970 Bom 271 D (C N 48). 


air 1970 Raj 145 A (C N 33). 

-S. 526-A - ^ 1936 Mad 163 - Diss. 
air 1970 Raj 129 A (C N 30). 

<? a5>8 (1-c) *- AIR 1936 Mad 163 
Ubi AIR 1970 Raj 129 A (C N 30). 


Hindu Succession Act (30 of 1956) 

— S, 14(1) (2) — (1968) 1 Andh WR 65 
Diss. AIR 1970 Mad 257 (C N 68), 

Income Tax Act (43 of 1961) 

— S. 184(4) — (1962) 46 ITR 458 (AR) — - 
Diss. AIR 1970 Mad 264 B (C N 73). 

Industrial Disputes Act (14 of 1947) 

— S. 2-A — (1969) 2 Lab LJ 186 (Delhi)— ^ 
Diss. AIR 1970 Mys 171 G (C N 46). 

Industrial Employment (Standing Orders) 
Act (20 of 1940) 

— Ss. 2(g). 3(2) — AIR 1960 Mad 107 — 
Diss. AIR 1970 Orissa 126 B (C N 43). 

Limitation Act (9 of 1908) 

— S. 29(2) (b) — 1966 RD 323 (HO (AUJ 
—Diss. AIR 1970 All 353 (C N 54). 

Motor Vehicles Act (4 of 1939) 

— S. 48 — AIR 1959 Andh Pra 429 — 
Diss. AIR 1970 Raj 149 E (C N 34), 

— S 48 — AIR 1960 Ker 111 — Diss. 
AIR 1970 Raj 149 E (C N 34). 

— S. 48 — AIR 1961 MP 367 — Diss. 
AIR 1970 Raj 149 E (C N 34), 

— S. 48 — AIR 1962 MP 7 — ^ Diss. AIR 
1970 Raj 149 C (C N 34). 

— S 48 — AIR 1952 Mad 276 — Diss. 
AIR 1970 Raj 149 C (C N 34). 

— S 48 — AIR 1962 Mys 161 — Diss. 
AIR 1970 Raj 149 E (C N 34). 


48 — AIR 1962 Mys 215 *— Diss. 
air 1970 Raj 149 E (C N 34). 

— S 48(3) (ii) — AIR 1967 Raj 269 — 
Ectcis.' AIR 1970 Raj 149 A (C N 34). 

-S. 57(8) - AIR 1967 Raj 269 - Bevers. 
AIR 1970 Raj 149 A (C N 34). 


Hiddence Act (1 of 1872) 

O *}t; _ rfi6) CrL Appeal No. 913 of „ -jgsg Andh Pra 429 

life rgar)^S«s. AIR 1970 64^ ^ 149 E (C N 34). 

SC 1029 B (C N 218). - 


_s. 108 - 1956 toa 
air 1970 Andh Pra ^6 C (C N 37). 

-S. 108 - Am 

Am 1970 Andh Pra 246 C (C N ol). 

_S. 108 - Am 1963 M^ 115 -r O^- 
ATR 1970 Andh Pra 246 C (C N 37), 

_S. 108 - ^^1967 OMsa 70 - Diss. 
Am 1970 Andh Pra 246 C (C JN 6i). 

48 — Diss. 


_-S 64 — Am 1961 Ker 111 — Diss. 
Am 1970 Raj 149 E (C N 34). 

Q RA air 1961 Madh Pra 367 — 

Diss. ACR 1970 Raj 149 E (C N 34). 

.o 64 Am 1962 Mys 161 — Diss. 

Ini 1970 R^49 E (C N 34). 

64 — Am 1962 Mys 215 — Diss. 
Am 1970 Raj 149 E (C N 34), 

Penal Code (45 of 1860) 


108 — Am 1968 Raj 

^ A. 913 of 1966 -k^vcts. 

& Har) -^-^ers. gR 1|70 SC |966 ^ ^IS). 

Am 1970 Andh Pra 246 C 


366 - f66)_Cri._ApP.iyi»jg913g'g 


Co urlwl sg list of Cases Ov^iuled Eta In A. L B. 1970 July 
TENANCY LAWS 

— Sanraalitra Baikhali Abolition Act (26 
of 1951) 

— S. 19fl) — AIR 1986 Gui 200 — Eevers. 
AIB 1970 SC 1072 (C N 227). 


SALES TAX 
t. P. Sales Tax Rales 
12-A — (1962) 13 STC 898 (All) — 
fiss. AIR 1970 All 362 B (C N 56) (FB). 


/States Reoreaniration Act (37 of 1936) 
'—S. 115 (5) — AIR 1965 Gui 23 (FB) — 
Diss. AIR 1970 Madh pra 132 A (C N 28). 
— S. 115 (5) — AIR 1969 Punj 34— Diss. 
Am 1970 Madh Pra 132 A (C K 28). 


Transfer of Property Act (4 of 18S2) 

— S. 106 — AIR 1968 Ker 229 — Diss. 
AIR 1970 All 389 (C N 61). 


COtJRTWKE LIST OF CASES OVERRULED, REVERSED AND 
DISSENTED FROM ETQ IN A. L R. 1970 JULY 


U. S. SUPREME COURT 

0947) 331 US 145 « 91 L Ed 1399 « 67 
S Ct 1098. Harris v. United States — 
Over. Am 1970 USSC S2 (C N 8). 
D950) 339 US 56 -» 94 L Ed 653 “ 70 
S Ct 430, United States v. Rohlnowitz 
— Over. AIR 1970 USSC 52 (C N 8). 

ALLAHABAD 

(1695) TLR 17 AU 238 - 1895 All WN 56 
— Diss, AIR 1970 Bom 271 D 
(C N 48), 

AIR 1035 Oudh 131 - ILR 10 Luck 557, 
Hart Shankar v. Amina Blbl — Diss. 
AIR 1970 All 398 <C N 63). 

Am 1940 Oudh 261 « 1940 OWN 381. 
Ha^ Hussain v. Zalnul Ibad — Dis. 
AIR 1970 All 398 (C N 63). 

1960 AU U 124 “ 1960 AU WR (HC) IIL 
Raja Deo Sinnh v. Kr. Shambha 
Krishna — » O ver. AIR 1970 AU 376 A 
(C N 57) (FB), 

(1962) 13 STC 898 (AU). Uansey Takhan- 
eey and Co. v. State el U.P. — Dis. 
Am 1970 AU 362 B (C N 56) (FB), 
Tn/ffili % TTR VJb 'iKUi. TtifJi Ydi. "Endih 
Wd. Farooa v. L T. OflScer — Diss. 
AIR 1970 Mad 254 B (C N 73). 

1966 RO 323 (HC) - 1966 AU LJ 686. 
Raahubir SimOi v. Board of Revenae, 
Allahabad — Diss. Am 1970 AU 
353 (C N 64). 

Am 1967 AU 519 — ILR (1967) 2 AH 3L 
Ram Nath v. Sallfi Ram — Dis. 
AIR 1970 Ra) 145 A (C N 33). 

(1958) Civil Mba Writ Petn. No. 1744 of 
1067. D/- 8-4-1963 (All) — Revets. 
Am 1970 AU 357 B. C (C N 55). 
ANDHRA PRADESH 
1955 Andh WR IW — 1958 Andh LT 577. 
Ramanna v. APPawa — Dwobted. 
AIR 1970 Andh Pra 245 C (C N 37). 
Am 1959 Andh Pra 429, P. Satyanarayana 
V. State of A P. — Diss. Am 1870 
Raj 249 E (C N 34). 


Andhra Pradesh (cootd.) 

(1968) 1 Andh WR 65, Chinnakada V. 
Subbamma — Diss. Am 1970 
257 (C N 68). 

ASSAM 

Am 1956 Assam 85 - ILR (1956) 8 Assam 
51, Pratap Chandra Biswa v. Union 
of India — Dias. AIR 1970 Pat 212 
(C N 84). 

CALCUTTA 

Am 1931 Cal 583 - ILR 58 Cal 788. 
Surendra Mohan v. Manmatha Nath 
Banerji — Diss. Am 1970 All 398 
(C N 63). 

Am 1953 Cal 235 » 90 Cal LJ 295. Ba] 
Kumar Shaw v. Dominion of India — 
Held Impliedly Overruled by AIR 
1960 Cal 391 As Interpret^ Am 
1970 Pat 212 (C N 34). 

Am 1957 Cal 702 62 Cal WN 694, 

Bharat Board Mills v. R. P. Fund 
Commr.— Diss. Am 1970 Delhi 143 F 
(C N 32X 

DELHI 

(1969) 2 Lab IJ 188 — 19 Fee LR 1 
(Delhi). National Productivity Coun- 
cil V. S. N. Caul — Diss. Am 1970 
Mys 171 G (C N 46). 

GUJARAT 

Am 1965 Gu5 23 - ILR (1963) GuJ 1204 
(FB). A. J. Patel v. State of Gujarat 
— Diss. Am 1970 Madh Pra 132 A 
(C N 28). 

Am 1966 CuJ 200 ILR (1965) GuJ 1039 
“ 6 Gui LR 978, Rahmanmiya v. 
State of Gujarat — Revers. AIR 
1970 SC 1072 (C N 227). 

KERALA 

Am I960 Ker 111 — ILR (1060) Ker 172. 
K. V. Thomas v. State Tnmsport — * 
Dias. AIR 1970 Raj 149 E (C N 341. 

Am 1968 Ker 229 - 1067 Ker LT 683. 
Valiyaveettil Konnappsn v, Kunniyll 



Courtwise list of Cases Overruled Etc. In AIR 1970 July SI 


Kerala (contd.) . 

Manikkam — Diss. AIR 1970 AH 
389 (C N 61). 

MADHYA PRADESH 

Am 1961 Madh Pra 367 = ILR flOSl) 
Madh Pra 247. H. J. Transport (P.) 
litd. V. S. T. Authority — Diss. AIR 
1970 Raj 149 E (C N 34). 

Am 1962 Madh Pra 7=ILR (1959) Madh 
Pra 719, Kishorilal v. Secy, R. T. A 
Rewa — Diss. AIR 1970 Raj 149 C 
(C N 34). 


hlADRAS 

Am 1936 Mad 163 = 37 Cri LJ 223, Mu- 
rugappa v. Emperor — Diss. Am 
1970 Raj 129 A (C N 30). 

Am 1940 Mad 213 = (1939) 2 Mad LJ 
926, Venicatarayanimvaru v. China 
Bappana — Over. Am 1970 Mad 271 
D {C N 77) (FB). 

Am 1943 Mad 55 = (1942) 2 Mad U 558, 
Govinda Krishna v. Shanlraralinga — 
Over. AIR 1970 Mad 271 D (C N 77) 
(FB). 

Am 1944 Mad 193 = (1944) 1 Mad LJ 36, 
Adhilaltshmi Ammal v. Safahapathi 
Pillai — Over. Am 1970 Mad 271 D 
(C N 77) (FB). 

Am 1952 Mad 276 « 1952 CrL U 616, 
A Vedachala Mudaliar v. State of 
Madras — Diss. Am 1970 Raj 149 C 
(C N 34). 

Am 1960 Mad 107 = {I960) 1 Lab W 
187, Hindu v. Hindu Office & Na- 
tional Press Employees Union — ■ Diss. 
AIR 1970 Orissa 126 B (C N 43). 

Am 1965 Mad 440 = ILR (1966) 1 Mad 
I 530. H- J. Bhagat v. life Insurance 
Corporation of India — Diss. Am 
1970 Andh Pra 246 C (C N 37). 

MYSORE 

Am 1962 Mys 161 ■= ILR (1962) Mys 60, 
K. Sidalingappa v. Revenue Appel- 
late Tribunal — Diss. Am 1970 Raj 
149 E (C N 34). 

Am 1962 Mys 215 = ILR (1962) Mys H 
N. Thimmiah v. Mysore Revenue Tri- 
bunal — Diss. Am 1970 Raj 149 E 
(C N 34). 

Am 1963 Mys 115. Sankarappa v. Shiva- 
rudrappa — Diss. AIR 1970 Andh 
Pra 246 C (C N 37). ^ , 

Am 1966 Mys 150 -= (1965) 1 Mys U 

557. Dundappa v. S. a Motor Trans- 
port Co. — Diss. Am 1970 Bom 271 
D (C N 48). 

ORISSA 

Am 1955 Orissa 81 = ILR (1955) Oit 31, 
Simhadri Sahu v. Balaji Pa(to •— 
Diss. Am 1970 Pat 237 (C N 37) 
(FB). 


Orissa (contd.) 

Am 1961 Orissa 86, Sori Dibya v. Kanhu-* 
charan Rath — Diss. Am 1970 Pat 
237 (C N 37) (FB). 

Am 1964 Orissa 107 = 30 Cut U 262, 
Gundicha Padhano v. Parrati Podha- 
mini — Diss. Am 1970 Pat ^7 
(C N 37) (FB). 

Am 1967 Orissa 38 ■= ILR (1964) Cut 
494. Ramchandra Nahaka v. Bharat 
Rana — Diss. Am 1970 Pat 237 
(C N 37) (FB). 

Am 1967 Orissa 70=ILR (1966) Cut 844* 
Pariklut Maduli v. Champa . 

Diss. Am 1970 Andh Pra 246 C 
(C N 37). 

PATNA 

Am 1947 Pat 298 = ILR 25 Pat 395, 
Eamnarain Singh v. Basudeo Singh 
— Partly Overruled. Am 1970 Pat 
237 (C N 37) (FB). 

J'50) Reasoning of Rai, J. in AIR 1950 Pat 
354, Bhagwati Prasad Sah v. Eadha 
Kisun Sah — Not Approved, AIR 
1970 Pat 237 (C N 37) (FB), 

Am 1951 Pat 140 = ILR 30 Pat 896, A 
Hasan v, MdL Shamsuddin — Diss. 
Am 1970 Orissa 121 A (C N 42) 

PUNJAB 

Am 1945 Lah 146 = 221 Ind Cas 114 
(FB), Official Liquidator v. M. U. Qu- 
reshi — Diss. Am 1970 Bom 271 D 
(C N 48). 

Am 1946 Lah 316 = ILR 0947) Lah I, 
Work Manager Carriage & Wagon 
Shops Mahalpura v. K. G. Hashinat 
— Diss. Am 1970 Oiissa 121 A 
(C N 42). 

f66) Cri Appeal No. 913 of 1966 (Pxmj & 
Ear) — Kevers. Am 1970 SC 1029 
A, B, D, E (C N 218). 

Am 1969 Punj 34 = ILR (1968) 1 Punj 
204. K- C. Gupta v. Union of India — * 
Diss, Am 1970 Madh Pra 132 A 
(C N 28). 

RAJASTHAN 

Am 1963 Raj 100 = 1963 Raj LW 101, 
Chhinga Ram v. Nihal Singh — 
Diss. AJR 1970 Raj 131 A (C N 31). 

Am 1967 Raj 269 = 1967 Raj LW 538, 
Moola Ram v. R. T. A. Bikaner *— 
Revers. Am 1970 Raj 149 A 
(C N 34). 

ILR (1967) 17 Raj 50, Fateh Chand v. 
State — Revers. AIR 1970 SC 1099 
A (C N 233). 

Am 1968 Raj 48 = 1967 Raj LW 515, 
Narbada v. Ramdayal — Diss. AIR 
1970 Andh Pra 246 C (C N 37), 

nilSCELLANEOUS 

61 Cal Rptr. 714 = 68 Cal Ed 436. 453 
P 2d. 233 = 67 Cal Bptr. 421 — 
Revers. AIR 1970 USSC 52 (C N 8). 
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ALT, CipIA, SEPQgtEB, 1870 JDIiT 


TRIPATHI'S STANDARD LEGAL PUBLICATIONS 

INDIAN ELECTBIdTr ACT, 1910 (lacnporatiQS Amendments made by Indian Electric^ 
(Amendment) Act, 1959) i Ig LATE NAUSHIR BHARUCHA 
A detailed Baction-wisa ccamnentary with eonqnntive 6tnd7 d eorreepoadlcg legislation in the tJ. K. 
cn the snbjeot and case-law inelndiog decisions cf the 0. 8, Bapieme Ooort; with Tarbatim reproduction d 
extracts from the relcrant Standards and Codes ci Practice laid down by the Tpittan Standards Institutioui 
toE ritish Standards Institntion, and from tha pablicatioas d the Institution d Electrical EngineerSi 

1967 Special Bojral S6S pp. Its, 40.00 


INDIAN ELECntlCirr BDLES, 1956 (Incorporating amendments Including those made the 
Indian ElectricI^ (Amendment) Buies, 1965) t by LATE NAPS mn BHABUCHA 
This cot only analyses the Bulm brjhiging ont the regsiroments with case-law cm tslosant 
aspectSi but ^also glres tha reader eopiona inlartnation on the correct Codes d Eteclice adopted in India and 
^ United Eiagdoxn on auhieeta oorered by the Buies. Belevant Indian and British Standuds on yailoas 
Boles are citod. 

1966 613 pp. Bs. 40.00 

THE B05QAT FUBUO TBDSTS ACT, 1950 (Applicable to bfabaxashtia & Ci^arat) 

£v E. N. SHAH 

This Icorih ^tlen d the booh, renaad and hrooght n^to-date, the abore Aeii as i>rrwwSa^ 

to date, togetha snth Boles and Botlfl nations. 

1070 4th Edn. Boysl Sro 800 pp. Bs. 83-00 


PUBUO BEBVICE LAW THBOUGH TEDB CASES i by MADAN BHATU 
inda ttook Is act meant to ha a eommentary on Berrioe Law, a^ no ecEomentary co tha sohjeet ecold 
fee TOy helptnl, guidanoe eui bo derived Item the study d applicatioB d settled prlwatiJwf d lav d 
OoM to dlfieresl sets d mreasKtaneca. 

1069 Boyal 8vti 624 pp. - Bs. 60.00 


ADUINISTBATIVE LAW t by B. BAJAGOPALAN 
AdmlfllstatlTelavbMnawaetBStooeecpya^talplaeeiaicrlspredenae-iUj emernnl reality In the 
i«pil nvtares ct the eoontritf wedded to the ofaeamnee d the Bme d law. Crammed with rdseues and 
Ifitanstieo, each eahjeet is dealt with is tha light d its history and rrelutim in India and nxicos lorelga 


1969 


Dear 8 tu 


4 Dlpp. 


Rt. 25.00 


MAXWELL ON “THE INTERPRETATION OF STATUTES" fTwellth Edition) 
by P. St. J. LANGAN 

yhla ia the new edltiou d a book which explains the (arm and language d Acts d Parliament, Uuch 
d the eemtmt has .^^^^ng aa alnoc the last edition and numerous old caeca bare been exsised and replaced by 
modem But the gso^ sehsoe d the work remains the same. 

1969 Demy Sen 434 pp. Bs. 70.20 Indlao ftice Bs, 40.00 


THE FRAiONG OF INDIA’S CONSTITDTION. EiUed by B. SHIVA RAO (la S Voli.) 
tn theaa t Tclsmea la eddded tha (eartnatiug story d tha traming d India's Co^tutica by the 
rViwarihiCTit AsBemhlyithrocghaQ (he Eepdehangm that the country espexlmoed at the end d World WarlL 
1963 Sd .1 Bs. 800X0 De luxe Edn. Bs. 850.00 


MUSLIM LAW By F. B. Tyabll. 4lh Eda. By hlUHSIN TAYTIBH 
p!ww tba last edltlcQi shoot tO years ago, great danges have taken place— Political, and 

pWifaV. Tweim tsdependesl and the nb^ontimit was partitioned into two eoantrie^— India and 

pakietan. Thle new editicn whkh eontalna ehangas since >0 years ago iheuld supply a lcsg-(elt need not 
edy by ecorts and le^pcaetlticnenbulalsotryreaeaieheaiailaslimlaw. 

1963 4th Edn. Boyal 8 t» 1129 pp. Es. 60.00 


•OTSEB BOOES^ 

PBIKC1PLE3 OP inSDU LAW* by D.F.lIalla.IJlh edn. 1868, reprinted 1970 MXO 

OmnffTg XAW IK IKDIA* by U. 0. Sctalral (Hamlyn Zeeturee), 

2nd edn. (Indian) 1270 31.00 

/>rrM n n vm »TTV P. LAW OP IKDIA, by S. P. Sethe 1970 22X0 

POSmOS OP »rTTW JDDICIABY UKDEB TUB OOKSTITUTIOH OF 

IKDIA (Setalrad Uemorial Inctuiee), by E. XL Eoerral 1370 12.00 

BAKE NATIONALISE CASE, by IL XL ftserrai 1970 2.40 

EOITB OOKSTITUnOKAIi PB0BLE113 (Botahad klemcrial Leeturea), 

by E. Buhba Bao 1970 2000 


E. H. TBXPATHl PBI 7 ATE LIHITED 
Lxw Pobllshen : 164 , Samaldas GaadhI Mars, Bombay^. : Booksellers 
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Om^ Recent P®lbIIcaSi®ns 

Bi Ki EInkliBi’jQSi ; Boudn Law of Beligions & OhantablQ 


Trasta 

£1 PacIiB ! Prinoiplea & PraoMoa of Valoations-^LaiiS 

8ra Ed. 

1970 

Es. 

40.00 

& Bnildinga 

4th Ed. 

1970 

Rs. 

25.00 

£. 0. Dntt ! In3ian Contraot Aofc 

4th Ed, 

1969 

Es. 

65.00 

Ss Di Hitra : Oo-ownership & FartiUoa 

8rd Ed. 

1969 

Es. 

20.00 

Bi B. Elitra ; Gnaidiana & Wards Acfi 

11th Ed, 

1969 

Es. 

26.00 

B.iK. Ghosa : Orima on The Inoreasa 

2nd Ed, 

1969 

Es. 

14.00 

S. K. Ghosa ; Law Breahera & Keepera of Peaoa 

2nd Ed. 

1969 

Es. 

18.00 

D. M. Gnha ; Pnndamental Ei^ta 

Ed. 

1969 

Es. 

8.00 

B, Hi Banepjea : Law of FlegUgenca 

Srd Ed. 

19B9 

Es. 

15.00 

Si Ki Bhatteoharjea ; The Marine Inanranca Act, 1968 
S. IL Bhattaoharjea : . General Prindplea of Insoranca 

Ed. 

1969 

Es. 

1400 

Law 

Ed. 

1969 

Es. 

10.00 

Pi Chakrahorty : Strikes & Morale in Indnstry in Lidia 

Ed. 

1969 

Es. 

20.00 

£• Bi MajiniifleE ; Bailments and Pledge 

Ed. 

1969 

Es. 

6.00 

Si 0. San ; Mergers, Amalgamationfl & Take-Overs 

Ed. 

1969 

Es. 

26,00 

Si Cl San : Company Aationa in the Modem Set-Up 

Ed. 

19S9 

Es. 

10.00 

£i ¥i Knshakar s Taxation of Gompamea 

2nd Ed. 

1969 

Es. 

16.00 

Hi Di Basn ; Arhitration Act 

6th Ed. 

1969 

Es. 

28.00 

Bi Oi ¥ei?ma : Oriminal Law Practica 

St K. Palit : Interpretation of Deeds & Statutes and 

Ed, 

1969 

Es. 

16.00 

The General Olansss Act, 1897 

If Li It l Law Relating to Biupping in Indiai By 

2nd Ed. 

1969 

Es. 

6.00 

B. 0. Mitra 

Ed. 

1968 

Es. 

16.00 

Bi Bi Hitra : Indian Sncoesion Act 

9th Ed. 

1968 

Es. 

25.00 

Ki Ghatuncedi ; Central Sales Tax Laws in 2 VolSi 

Ki Chaturyedi s Principles of Sales Tax ham, 4th Edi 

2nd Edi 

1968 

Es. 

40,00 

with Snpplement 


1968 

Es. 

45.00 

Pi 0, Hogha ! Indian Conveyancer 

S. Cl Chakrayarti : Laws of Industrial Adjudications 

7th Ed. 

1968 

Es. 

24.00 

in India 

8rd Ed. 

1968 

Es. 

20.00 

S. 0. DeSouza ; Indian Forms & Precedents 

8th Ed. 

1968 

Es. 

9.00 

Bi Oi Ghosh ! Principles & Forms of Pleading 

Brd Ed. 

1966 

Es. 

42.00 

Bampath Iyengar : The Three New Taxes with SnppL 

2nd Ed. 

1966 

Es. 

46.00 

J, Hi Maliok : Law of Obscenity 

Ed. 

1966 

Esi 

12.00 

H, Di Basu : Law of Injimotiohs 

Brd Ed. 

1966 

Es. 

27.00 

Ki Hi Bhanmik : Indian Railways Act 

Brd Ed. 

1964 

Es. 

12.00 

Si ’ffenkataswaran ! Trade & Merchandise Marks Act 

Ed, 

1968 

Es. 

60.00 


EASTERN LAW HOUSE PRIVATE LIMITED 

LAW PUBLISHERS & BOOKSELLERS 
B5, Ganesli ChandeF fiyenna CALOUTTA-iS/ 


izii IHDI&. EEPOEosa, X6TO JVLT 


Latest and Selected Lai Books 

Setlif 1 Poliae Acta (OeataS A Staies) £rd E2. 1970 

Sethi : Einda SotYCTHiem Act dth Ed« 1970 

Slogbal : C^ril Ooort Pnetloe utd Prooedcra 1970 

Bagga : Hnndred Yean CaJirodAT (1901—2000) 1970 

Sisghal : Damags & Ccan pajaa ttaa ^ 1970 

Chatorv^ : Katmal and Social loatica 1970 

Aij'er : Oontempt of Coiirti Parliament and Ptihlls BenastS tth Pd« 1970 

Blndra : Interpretation d Statntes , Cth Ed. 1970 

. Eardless : fia^vritlng ana Thsmb-Printa Xdentiflatioa tsd 

Fonnaia Seienn (vtth Blocks A lUtBtatiaas) 1970 

> Beotia : lav of Foreet (Central (k States) fti Ed. 1970 

> J. P. Bhstnagai : EaeeRtial CcmmDditteB Act (%it]t fwtral Ozdes) an*! Ed. 18S9 

Con^ : lav of FcaeignaB Citlcenshtp and Ptnjgngt (vhh Bolai 

NotifLeatioeSj Ordos and Aitind Cam) tod Ed. 1989 

, Mitter ; Tipf«TT»«tinn anA kfalieiana 1989 

, VeaUah : lav cC Prints A I tuvrian ons (Fixin>r, nomb. Pal£a« 

Foot, eto.) 1989 

, Sastri and Bagsa : Qdminal Ualoi Aeia (L P. 0.< Or. P. 0.* 

and Ertdenee Act) 1989 

> Eastri and Bagga i Hindi Crtminal Mannal, Ifajcf Acta (L P. CU 

Cj, P. Op and Endesea 29C9 

, Seth! : Prete n tion d Food Adoltentioii Aet di pnit (Cknfzal A 

Btata] Bth Ed. 1989 

. Woodio& end Ameer Alt | Oimlnal Etidanea (19SS Ed. vUh 

SirpptenoDt) 1969 

, Alyer t lav Telating to Otari oBS Trial (1960 Ed. arith Sapp.) ♦nA Ed. ' 1989 

, Hitter i DefamatioB and Uahcioos Proeeeatlon (Citil A Cktminal) Eth Ed. 1989 

, Agraval t lav of Ucmieipal Ccrpantiott 1989 

, Chandik i lav of Kotleea (vith model tonne) 1989 

. Yearl/ Sopretna Ooort Digest. 1968 1969 

. Woodroffe A Ameer AU i lav of Endenoa. « Vds. }2th Ed. 19e»-e9 

. Banneriea t tav of Spedde Beliefs (T. L. Xi.) 4th £A 1989 

, Umtlgae i 7oaictliste A the lav 1969 

. Asead i lav of Comproauefl (1985 Ed. vitb Sopn.) tnd Ed. 1989 

. Alper i Uannl <d lav Terms and Phaeee Cth Ed. 2969 

. Blodts t Pleadings and Praetitt (vith ahoot BOO Model FcnaS) 8rd Ed. 19^ 

, Begga ] laboor Manoal (eonioMn^ Labottr and £hZ«s^ 1969 

. Bsgg« X CoDstltatiozi <d India Crd Ed. 1969 

. MaDchaoda t lav and Praetles ot Dirtsee ^ Srd Ed. 1969 

. Oopatakriehna t Wada Adoptions and Uaint&ttsM Alt M Ed* 1989 

. Cbandak j Gift Tmx Act A Boles 1989 

. Dr, KayTvr x All Bocmd Beadr Beakctug trd Ed. 1989 

, Allred Artaa i E qj p loy em* Uisoaodoet (aa OaQje fa Blsefpllss 

ane BistzLXSsale in awd f\ iiii M nti w .»i^) 1983 

, iTengar i CopTngbt Act led Ed. 1963 

. Kiiabnamsrtl t Police Diades. Btetemen^ Eeperts. Inreeti^tlcs 

aQ Axrat tad Ed. 1983 

. Raot IaV43tKeg]igenae 1988 

. Vanhneys Bribery and Comption (1983 Ed. v(th Bopp.) tad Ed. 1963 

. Yearly Sojoeme Oomt riigmt, 1907 1968 

. Dbameja t Rfgletnititai Act (vith States Fees A Amendments) 1963 


45. 8. Row : Regcdahle Inrtroments Act Bth Ed. 1963 

4S. Sobra hman y an i lav of Mine— 1903 

if. Saatxli O^epetatire Baetetiee in India (Ocntial 4 Stales) ht Yds. tnd Ed. 1983 

43. Bannetjeei lav of Ezeention 1963 

49. Cbandak r lav (4 Coets, Aeeoonts and Tahiatle^ 1908 

CO. SnbrahntasyaD Ktd Stngiitl : Cootraet Act in k YoZs. 1963 

51. PClay: lav cfBaedm (1964 Ed. vith Bopp.) Ssd Ed. 1988 

52. Bam and Der t Pronneial Oaoes Oxnts 4 et (1964 Ed. vith 

Sapp.) wggm 

53. Eaatri: SoeietIes£egistzalieaAet(Oettzal A States) (tK4 Ed. vith 

_ Sapp.) IQ, Mes 

54. Sastii ] nnpnwtinn Cotiileate (1964 Ed. vith Bop^) Bid £da, A963 


Plaea s«ar creiert eifh : 

LAW BOOS COMPANY 
EdiSm PEttI Itez, Poa Boi Ko. 4, ALLAHABAD- 
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Jnst Publislied 


Just Pnbllshed 


¥ery ExhaustiYe amendments made in all the Direct 
Tax Daws since the publication of its last ^itioUa 


TAXATION LAWS OP INDIA 

(1970-71 BUDGET EDITIOS) 

By 

P, L. MALIK 

Author of : ‘Industrial Law’, etc. 

The Finance Act of 1970 is a Ye^ import piece of Legisktion 

Q-nd nf far-reaching conseqnences. It intends to eliminate aiOTaiitins in 

wiwf “! TOIT Hgt limits the rate of Ineome-t®, iVealth-tas 

a The new’lWoo Act proTides for taxation of Agrienl- 

and Gift-tax _ ±ne^ new n uidnuo ^ Wooitir win 



Ka Uixnpn TOr LlLb iU-Ob blJXLO Jj - Vi-Lx — — — ^ 

ennS Several provisions which benefit the lower income gi’oups and 
^^empSyei An np-bKiate eompenanm of Dareet Tax Urn is 

therefore a mnst for everyone. 

SUMMARY OF CONTENTS 

Tflv Act 1961 with Rules ; (2) The Finance Act, 1970 ; (3) 7^9 
( 1 ) ^com^ax A^ . ( 4 ) Wealth Tax Act, 1957 with Rules 

and (5) Other Relevant Acts and Rules, Etc. 


7th Edition, 1970 


Da Luxe Binding 


Price Ra 30.00 


Just Publishsd 


Just Published 


1970° 71 BUDGET EDITIONS 

ISCOME-TAX ACT, 1961 
together mth Finance Act. 1970 wth Short Notes 

IHCOME-TAX RULES, 1962 

together -svith Income Tax (Certificate Proceedings) Enles, 1962, 
Si™ iTiApp-lIal, Mb.n. 1 ) Enl«. 1968 6 . Ho.lficnoa, , 

the ESTATE DUTY ACT. 1953 
together with Enles and Notifications with Short Notes 

THS wealth tax act, 1957 
together with Enles and Notifications with Short Notes 

THE GIFT TAX ACT, 1958 , on xr 

together with Enles and Notifications with Short Notes 

the FINANCE ACT, 1970 


10.00 

8.00 

6.00 

4.00 

8.00 

2.60 


Order your copy to-day to ^ ^ ^ -rr .nirkKxnATVrV’ 

book CO 2VL P A K X 

T AW PUBLISHERS 

^ TTTHtrwnW 1 JS. 0. Kashmere Gate, DELHI-6. 

85, Lalbagh, LUCKNOW-i. . 
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EVIDENCE 


Bt 

RATANLAL RANCHHODDA8, BJL,LL^ 
MvocaU ( 0, B.)t Bcmlay Etgh Court 

AND 

DHIRAJLAI 4 KESHAVALAL THAKORE,BJL„ 
Barrister^Lao 


15th Edition 1968 Price Rx U Demi 8vo Pages 454 


L This is & companion yolnme to tho anthors* Indian Penal 
Cod© and the Criminal Procedure Code. A critical Btudy of the booh 
will enable a Btudent to acquire a Bound knowledge of the law of 
evidence, a complete mastery of which is a sine qua non to one who 
aerioualy aspires to rise in the profession. 

2. Under each section of the Indian Evidence Act the commen- 
tary lucidly explains the object, principle and meaning of the provision 
in the li^t of leading Indian and Engliah decisions, the facts of which 
are ^ven to elucidate and illustrate the principle and meaning of each 
provisiou. The Summary of the provisions of the Act, given at the end 
of the booh, will ^ve to the beginner a bird's-eye view of the whole Act 
and to one who has mastered the subject it will be hseful for revision 
when the examination is at hand. 

EOSIE OPIHIOHS OH THIS EDITTOH 

17. Il, ABHYABZAB, 7x 3^8, High Court, Bomiay t "Tbs ioti 
h*» earned a tmiqua {lacs la legal UteEatoie, cxplalslag Icddlr tbs InMcata ot 

onx Iai7 ol eridesco io Etcdecta. dodges and laicTcrs.'* 

TWB HOITBLE MB. G. K. VAIDYA, .Judga, High Court, Bombay / "I am mi 
that tba book vUl be raloable to me ia the discharge of xsy fonetioas.’* 

TTTR HOITBLE im. B. !)• BAIi( Judge, High Court, Bcmibay : "Lookicg ts iht 
nmn cf case lav ca the iob]sct, vhich has arisen dnrisg recent yoara, an cx^-to-dato bock 
like tHs is bomd to prore cssfol to etodeots and znembea ol the legal piofessicin.^ 

*> ffB HOITBLE U, G. OhI'IATjTI, Judge, High Court, Bombay t "I hsrt 
alvsTS found that you: emallec editions are Tery osefol not only to etodents, but eyen fo 
Oouiia for ready reference," 


SHE BOMBAY LAW REPORTER (Private) LTD« 

•KRISHNA MAHAL”, 63, MARINE DRIVE, BOMBAY 20, 
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-^LEFHOKSi §3113 TELEGRAMS; "EXPERT, NAGPUR" \ 

F®!? SspsE’l: OpiiraioEa E^d©iii®Q 

CONSULT ; 

"ffb 

SEMI^ED IK EKGEifiKD EL.E*, FJ3^«5. (LONDON) 

QO\fEESKI5?^KT @P ISAJASTHAK 

handwriting, FIHGEB-ETJNTS and BALLISnSS EJIEEET AND CBIMIKOLOGIST 

Iiitepsi, 1 i I F 1 1 - 1 . 

Aest. Esaminsr deputed to photograph dooimcnts when required. IN URGEE^ 
TTATTERS Mr. BHANAGAY can esamine documents in court and give 
evidence on the following day. Questions for cross-examination or notes 
for arguments with relevant extracts of authorities can be suppHed. 



HAGPUR-i 


OEEERS 


expert training 

Postal Courses in Identification of 
(1) Handwriting (2) Ptagar Prints 
and (8) Pfra Arms (Porensio Ballistios) 
For prospectus please send Es. 2/-. 
Hiss P. K. SBEfiSWATHI 
£sst. Director (Bdnui.) 


EXPERT SERVICES 

Expert Opinion and evidence on 
(1) Handwriting (2) Pingar Prints 
and (3) Pira Anns (Porensio Ballistics) 
Fees moderate— Enquiries Solicited. 
G. S. PBAEASA BAO 
jSsst, Direotor (Teoh.) 


Grams ‘Documents’ Indore City. 

phone 31861 

Co TTe ©AMWATEp B.A..LL.B..P,B.H.B.(L0KD0ID 

^ditiond Govt. Examiner of Questioned Docume^sto^HYA 
' PRADESH and Consultant to Govt, of RAJASTHAN 

KANDWKTING, FINGER-PRINTS AND FIRE-ARI^ f 
« n nn all matters pertaining to Hand-iTriting, Pinger-Prinfs. Inbs, paper. 

Charges are reasonable. 

^ Branch Off tee : 

Office & Bestdeim ; Wright Town 



3rd floor, 43. Veer Nariman Road, 
F(Kt, BOMBAT-L Phono ; 252646 


Tathar Peth Road, ASOLA, (M, S.) 

Td. 5 SS3 
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BLURRED FIHGERPRIWTSP 

For oil omndged, over>lQked, partial faint and blurred fingerprints 
please refer your documents to 

Grams ; "EXPERT JAIPUR** Telephone : 72183 


Profo E* Bo Kasliyap 

( studied In England & Denmark ) 
FINGERPRINT & HANDWRITING EXPERT 


Esslijrsp bas toccessfaUr Identined ttometnis Blmred Flagerpriots wblch were declared «a 
cndedpherahle by lerael Govt. FiogeipTint Bureaus of India. 

VARIOUS COURTS FROM ALL OVER INDU SEND DOCUMENTS FOR OPINTON. 


CHITRANJAN MARG, C-SCHEMB, JAIPUR. (Raj.) 


Bhora Btsi. t 441281 


•« r297261 

Bhaa 0/Aee / ^356788 


Handtoriilns £!rper/s Trained In l),S,A, • 

Ta J. Gajjart b*a-, Harvard A^ociat© in Police Science (U£LA^) 
Pounder Expert of the Handwritijig Branch of the 
Former Bombay State. (31 years of ©(sperience) 

H. T. Gajjart b.bo; (Bom.), Trained at Police Raining Centre of 
Indiana Univerrity and Identification I^b. gt Post 
Office Dept Wadiington D. 0. (UBA.) 

35 , Dalai Btreett Examlnq Press Building, Fort, BOMBAY L 
SeaSenee : — 11/12 Jimmy Chambers, Parel Btatioo Road, BOMBAY U. 


Telephone i 2 S 097 


.For Expert Opinion •& Evidence 
ON 

Handwriting & Finger Prints 


CONSULT! 

EX. LIEUT. A. D. CHITALEY, I. N. 

R.a.MJJtS. {U 5 A.) 


Ifendwrifing 81 Finger Print Expei^ 

“MATRU EUnR" DHANTOLI. 

NAGPUR— 1. 


EfaptirUa BotidUd, 
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For dlspnled wiidnss, dgnatnres, thtimb imprints, inks, firearms & allied snblccts 

Q.ONSULT ; F* Ee IdAMAMTj, B.A. (Pb.) MXA., E.Q.D. (Delhi), C.S.F.L, {STriteerlcnSB 
SOITEHSMEES BXfiEINES OF ODESTIOHED DOOUHEKTS 

( Trained in Smlzerland ) V,P. 


TIi 6 only cm in India, who has received practical training at a Qovemmsnt Institute 
in Europe, Especially shilled in deciphering blurred thtinib imprints and age 
of documents. Successfully deciphered thumb imprints, descril^ as blurred 
by Government Finger Print Bureaus and opinion appreciated by courts. 


89 yearf eeporience. Charges reasomble. 

Head Office; — Bnngalow 7i EMSfiGSlIGi DEEilils (Phone at DeHii 2 S 7 SG<i| 
Branch Office ; Lobnii Naba, KHANDWA Chamber of S, RI. Chawla, Advocate!, 

CHvil Courts, KANEDB, 


Qualify 

asa 

D0CUEIES2 ESS,MIHBR 

lor a BETTER Future, STATUS & SUCCESSFUL CAREER OF SECURITY 
VERT VALUABLE GENERAL TRAINING COURSE 

COLLEGE OF BOCOMENTS SPECIALISTS 

( Estabiislied : 1930) 

Be-siarted after partition of the Country 
Prospedtes lor Postage ctampa of only eighty-Sve paleei. 
QUESTIONED- DOCUMENT EXAMINER’S HOUSE, SI ME. A- Si 


37 ^ 




Flions No, : SS433 TelegramB : fOaouments’ 

Nagpur^ 

CONSULT 

SENIOmOST GOVT. EXPERT 
Ffkg Bii DIXIT, rti.A.,LL.B. 

:Sc^{. Examiner of Quesiionsi Documents 

CAN SEND PHOTOGRAPHER 

48, Mecosabagh, NAGPUR-4. 


Phone No, 5S62 , 

For Fingerprints, Type, or anything about 
a Contested Doeumeni OONBULV 

H. L« BABMWAU 

EXAMINEE OF QUESTIONED BOOUMENTS, 
SI Sir Hnkamcbnnd Bbawan, 

( near Janta Hold ) IFBOBE (Hi Pi} 

Consulted by Govt, — Experience over S3 years. 

HAVE TOUR DISPUTED DOCUMENTS 
EXABiriHD BY 

TEs School o£ Dosnmsnt Investlgafioo 

Etsudwritlng 6 Finger Print Esperta 

18, HASTINGS EOAD, 
AXiliAllAEA U. 

Phono I 2970 


PHONE 23775 

For Lispufed Doaumenis 

Ooneult: No Ao FHISISE 

B.A,, LL£„ (Trained in Bondoni 
Near Farm Park, 
Ramdaspeth, NAGPUR I. 

For problems in Hand-writing, Finger-HEints 
and disputed Fire-arms 

Ocniact: 

Sri £, S. HSHD£, ill, 

Haqiqal Nagar, Cottage Hotel Building, 

SAHABANPUR or Near Jal Hind CSnema 
(U.P.) LUCKNOW 

Bhone: 8741 Phme: 29612 

between 7 to 9 A. M, 


WHEN 0BDEBIHG S EtEW BOOS 

FmST ESS 

SSS S.L Ii. S EUBBIOSnOH 

IlEEEFIEEsDS 
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A.LR. POBLICATIONS 

Bsf 

CHITALEY Bs RAO 

BOOKS TJtiSer Prifd 

(1) CONSTITUTION OF INDIA 2nd Edn. (In Five Votumes) 

Vd. 1 in Frees. 

(2) INDIAN PENAL CODE (SXV of 1860) (1st Edn. in 4 JolsJ. 

Yols. I and II already despatched. 

^ A. L R- MANUAL 3rd Edn. 22 Volmnea 

Vols, 1 to B already despatched. Vdl. 6 under despatch. 

Beady for LrsiiateK 

L LI2VUTATION ACT — (4th— 1065 Edn.) (2 Vols;) 

2] CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CODE — (6th — 1066 Edn> 

(3 Vols.) 

a; TRANSFER OF PROPERTY ACT — (4th — 1068 Edn.) 

(in 3 Vols.) 

(4) FIFTEEN YEARS* DIGEST (1951 to 1965) (Includes also cases 
of 1950) (ClTii, Criminal & Eevenne) (in 14 Volumes.) 

JOURNALS; 

IHD1& HEFO&TEB 
CRTtTmst. L&W JOUEHU 
ULBOUB ft IHSUBTRUL 01BE3 
A. L R. Back eets (only Bvailable sets) 

Cr. Xm J. Back sets (only BTaHabla sets) 

L. L C. Back year set 

QvotatioM on r(?uat< Bvp^y tnH 2« made euhjeet to previous enyayemefs!& 

Money payaUs et Maypttr, 

Bale, Manager', 

AU India Reporter Ltil, 

iPostBolNo. 56) NAOPOR 

NOT ATAHABIiB FROM ANY BOOKSEIiIiEE 





ia 22 Volumes 

A veii&aM® onscs^oloEtsdia of Ksm^pea^siS 

CENTRAL ACTS OF GENERAL APPLICATION 
EDITED BY CHITALEY & RAO 


^ith the tests of the Acts brought up-to-date, along ■with 
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1970 M. P. Mines v. R. B. S. Durga Prasad (Shat J.) [Pre. 1-2] 


The following Judgment of the Court 
was delivered by 

.HEGDE, J.: — These appeals by spe- 
cial leave brought by the State of Mysore 
raise a common question of law. That 
question is whether the 1st propose to 
Section S of Madras Motor Vehicles (Taxa- 
tion of Passengers and Goods) Act XVI of 
1952 is vahd. The High Court and the 
Courts below following certain earlier 
decisions of the High Courts of Mysore, 
Madras and Andhra Pradesh have held that 
that proviso is invalid and consequently 
the passenger transport operators who have 
been compelled to pay tax under Sec- 
tion 3 of the aforementioned Act are en- 
titled to the refund of the tax paid by 
them. 

2. The respondents in these appeals 
were passenger transport operators plying 
their buses in the District of South Kanara 
which district till November 1, 1956 was 
a part of the former State of Madras and 
thereafter became a part of the new State 
of Mysore. The State Legislature of 
Madras enacted Madras Motor Vehicles 
(Taxation of Passengers and Goods) Act 
XVI of 1952 and on the strength of the 
provisions of that Act levied and collect- 
ed certain taxes from the operators. 
Ihereafter the operators sued the State 
of Madras for refund of those tax^. 
After reorganization of the State in 1950, 
the State of Mysore was substituted for 
the State of Madras. As mentioned ear- 
lier the TTig li Court as well as the Courts 
below have upheld the claims of the ope- 
rators. 

S. The question of law raised in these 
appeals has become academic, the im- 
pugned provision being ho more in ope- 
ration. The claims involved in these ap- 
peals are by no means substantial. They 
range between Rs. 852.25 P. and Rupees 
2652.37 P. Hence we do not think that 
these are fit cases in which this Court 
should exercise its special and discre- 
tionary jurisdiction under Article 136 of 
die Constitution. For that reason we dec- 
line to go into the merits of the conten- 
tions advanced in these cases. 

4. In the result these appeals fail and 
diey are dismissed. The respondents are 
ex parte in these appeals; diere tvill be 
no order as to costs in these appeals. 

Appeals dismissed. 


S.C. 1025 

AIR 1970 SUPREME COURT 1025 
(V 57 C 216) 

(From: Bombay) 

J. C. SHAH AND K. S. HEGDE, JJ. 

M/s. Madhya Pradesh Mines, Appel- 
lants V. R. B. Sreeram Durga Prasad Ltd, 
Respondents. 

Civil Appeal No. 1727 of 1968, D/- 9- 
4-1970. 

Constitution of India, Article 136 i-a 
Appeal by special leave — Question of 
fact — Appreciation of evidence — Agree- 
ment to supply manganese ore of cer- 
tain specification within specified period 
•— Question whether there was subsequent 
oral agreement whereby consignee agree- 
ing to modify specifications and accept 
ore supplied according to modified speci- 
fications — Trial Court not accepting plea 
of subsequent oral agreement and its deci- 
sion confirmed by High Court •— Supreme 
Court would not reappreciate evidence for 
determining whether Court erred in 
reaching finding on question of fact. 

(Para 7) 

The following Judgment of the Court 
was delivered by 

SHAH, J.: — This is an appeal with spe- 
cial leave by the defendants against the 
judgment of tihe Hi^ Court of Bombay 
(Nagpur Bench) confirming the decree of 
the Additional District Judge in Suit No. 
8-B of 1956. 

2. The defendants agreed to supply 
manganese ore of certain specifications to 
the plaintifis under two contracts Nos, 65 
and 66 both dated May 7, 1953. Under 
Contract No. 65 the defendants agreed to 
supply before the end of November 1953, 
4,000 tons of Second Grade manganese 
ore at the rate of Rs. 103/- per ton f.ox. 
Sitasaongi and Dattapohar. By the second 
contract No. 66 the defendants agreed to 
supply on or before December 31, 1953, 
6000 tons of High Grade manganese ore 
at the rate of Rs. 142/- f.o.r. Sitasaongi 
and Dattapohar. Under Contract No. ^ 
the defendants supplied 3,649 tons which 
were accepted. 320 tons of ore offered 
by die defendants was not accepted, be- 
cause it was according to the plaintifis, 
not according to the spedfications. The 
defendants thereafter did not supply the 
balance of 851 tons. Under Contract 
No. 66 upto December 27, 1953, the de- 
fendants supplied 2,873 tons 3 c.w.t. The 
defendants also offered to supply between 
28th & 81st of December, 1953, 3,693 tons 
in ten lots, but on sampling it was found 
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1028 S.C. [Prs. 2-7] M. V. Mines v. K 
that the contents of sih'ca, phosphorous 
and iron of the manganese ore were not 
according to the spedfications under fi»e 
terms of the contract, and the plaintifEs 
declined to accept the quantity offered. 

3. On the allegation that the defen- 
dants had committed breach of contract 
the plaintiffs commenced an action in the 
Coiut of the Additional District Judge, 
Bhandara, for a decree in which they ori- 
ginallv claimed Rs. which 

was later by amendment increased to 
Rs. 3,56,949/-. Under Contract No. 65 
the plaintiffs claimed Rs. M,598/- and 
under Contract No. 68 Rs. 2,68,S53A. The 
plaintiffs claimed that time was the es- 
sence of the contracts and ffie defendants 
had failed and neglected to deliver man- 
ganese ore according to the specifications 
within the period of the contracts. The 
defendants contended, inter alia, that they 
had offered 351 tons of manganese ore 
under Contract No. 65 whi^ the plain- 
tiffs did not accept They also contended 
that the contract was acted upon till 
August 7, 1953, and thereafter the par- 
ties agreed to waive the contract. In res- 
pect of Contract No. 66 the defendants 
contended that they had supplied manga- 
nese ore to the plaintiil] since January 
1953 under several contracts, and that 
there used to be distinct subsequent oral 
SCTeements by which the written terms 
wout the spedfications of the various 
contenb of the ore were modified, and the 
plaintiffs agreed not to enforce the sped- 
ilcations regarding silica, iron and phos- 
phorous contents of the ore but to accept 
the ore; that there was a distinct subse- 
quent oral agreement after Contract No. 
60 was executed by which the plaintiib 
agreed that they would not enforce the 
stipulation about the contents of silica, 
iron and phosphorous, and even about the 
manganese contents of each lot it was 
agreed that, the plaintiffs would accept 
“on the basis of average of grouped lots 
taken together provide the overall ave- 
rage came to 46.25 per cent, thotjgb any 
one or more lots show the contents less 
than 46 per cent, but not less than 45.1 
per cent;“ that in pursuance of the agree- 
ment 2,^3 tons were not analysed in res- 
pect of non-manganese contents; that 
the stacks of 3,693 tons of ore were pre- 
aied and offered but w’ere not accepted 
y the plaintiffs; that the plaintiffs by 
their declarations, acts and omissions in- 
tentionally caused and permitterl the de- 
fendants to belies'e that they will not en- 
force the terms stipulated in the contract 
but will accept the ore under the terms 


, B- S. Duiga Prasad (Shah J.) A.LB. 
as modified by the subsequent oral agree- 
meot; that the plaintiffs had never in- 
formed the defendants that they intended 
to enforce the original terms of the con- 
tract and the plaintiffs having failed to 
do so in good time before December 81, 
1953, Ae delivery offered to them of 
3,693 tons was according to the specifica- 
tions as agreed after the terms of the con- 
tract were originally recorded. 

4. The Trial Court held that flie sti- 
pulation as to time was of the essence of 
contract under both the contracts, and 
that Ae terms of the contracts were not 
orally modified by the parties subsequent 
to the execution of the contracts. The 
Court further held that 3,693 tons of ore 
offered by the defendants under Contract 
No. 66 between December 28 to SU 1953, 
were below the agreed specifications, and 
the defendants had committed breach of 
contract, and were bable in damages. The 
Trial Court on that view decreed the 
edaim against the defendants for Rupees 
1^,955/- and proportionate costs. 

5. In appeal by the defendants ffio 
High Court confirmed the decree passed 
by the Trial Court The Hi^ Court 
agreed with the view of the Trial Court 

the defendonb failed to establish the 
case that there was a subsequent oral 
agreement varying the terms of the writ- 
ten contract in respect of the specifications 
relating to the contents of silica, pbospbo- 
jous and iron. 

6. The Trial Court held that the de- 
fendants bad failed to supply 351 tons of 
manganese ore under Contract No. 65: ^ 
the hearing of the appeal before the High 
Omrt counsel abandoned the defendant's 
plea in respect of Contract No. 65. He 
conceded that the defendants were un- 
able to establish that the plaintiffs bad 
wrongfully refused to accept 351 tons of 
ore under Contract No. 65. Before us, 
counsel for the defendants has not sought 
to press the appeal in respect of toe 
claim decreed by the Trial Court and 
confirmed by the High Court in respect 
of Contract No. 65. 

7. In respect of the claim for breach 
of Contract No. 66 counsel for the defen- 
dants sought to urge the contention rais- 
ed before and negatived by toe Trial 
Court and the High Court in answer to 
toe plaintiffs’ claim that there was an oral 
agreement behveen the parties whereby 
toe plaintiffs agreed to modify the sped- 
ficatiems and to aec<jJt the manganese ore 
supph'ed by toe defendants according to 
to® modifira specifications. That plea was 



1970 State of Madras v. R R. K Naidu (Shah J.) (Ers, 7-8)-[Prs. 1-8] S.C, 1027 


not accepted by the Trial Court and the 
decision of the Trial Court has been con- 
jBnned by the High Court This is a find- 
ing on a question of fact and we see no 
reason to reappreciate the evidence for 
determining whether the (^urts erred in 
Teaching that finding. 

8. The appeal fails and is dismissed. 
Ha\Tng regard to the circumstances of the 
case, there will be no order as to costs. 

Appeal dismissed. 


Am 1970 SUPREME COURT 1027 
(V 57 C 217) 

(From: Madras) 

J. C. SHAH, K. S. HEGDE, 

AND A. N. GROVER, T]. 

State of Madras, Appellant v. H. R 
Krishnaswami Naidu and others. Respon- 
dents. 

Civil Appeals Nos. 2282-2287 of 1906. 
D/- 14-4-1970. 

Sales Tax — Tamil Nadu General Sales 
Tax Act (1 of 1959), Section 3 (3) Ex- 
planation — Levy of taxes on sales or 
purchase of goods — Component part — 
Sale of — Right to concessional rate of 
Sales Tax — Component part capable of 
identification by chemical or other test of 
finished product — Sale of component en- 
titled for concessional rate. 

The legislature has not provided that 
before a component part may quah'fy for 
the concessional rate of tax under S. 3 
(3), it must be capable of visual identifi- 
cation in the fini^ed product. A refer- 
ence to the entries in the First Schedule 
clearly indicates that the benefit of S. 8 
(3) may not be obtained in respect of 
any raw material supplied for manufacture 
of finislied products, if the test of \'isual 
identification be adopted. If the com- 
ponent is capable of identification by a 
chemical or other test as a component of 
a finished product falling wthin the 
schedule, it would be an identifiable 
constituent within the meaning of Seo 
tion 3 (3) Explanation, and the sale of the 
component would qualify for the conces- 
sional rate of tax. (Sale of groundnut oil 
intended to be used for manufacturing 
Vanaspati, held entitled to concessional 
rate.) (Para 5) 

The following Judgment of the Court 
was delivered by 

SHAH, J.;— These appeals raise a' 
common quesHon. The respondents are 


dealers in groundnut oiL In the assess- 
ment years 1959-60 and 1960-61 they sold 
quantities of groundnut oil set out in the 
table below to the Hindustan Lever Ltd; 

* (For Table see page 1028) 

The groundnut oil supplied to ie Hin- 
dustan Lever Ltd. was intended to be and 
was used for manufacturing vanaspati. 

2. In proceedings for assessment to 
sales-tax, the respondents claimed that 
they were h'able to pay tax at a conces- 
sional rate under Section 8 (3) of the 
Madras General Sales Tax Act, 1959. 
That contention was rejected by the Ad- 
ditional Commercial Tax Officer and the 
order was confirmed by the Sales Tax 
Appellate Tribunal The High Court set 
aside the orders holding that the respon- 
dents were entitled to claim the conces- 
sional rate under Section 3 (3) of the Act 
The State of Madras has appealed to this 
Court with certificate granted by the High 
Court 

8. The relevant provisions of the Act 
may first be set out. Section 3 provides, 
insofar as it is relevant: 

"(1) Every dealer x x x whose total 
turnover for a year is not less than ten 
thousand rupees x x x shall pay a tax 
for each year at the rate of two per cent 
of this tEixable tmnoven 

Provided that — 

XX Xj L XX XS 

(2) Notwithstanding anything contained 
m sub-secfion (1) in the case of goods 
mentioned in the First Schedule, the tax 
under this Act shall be payable by a 
dealer, at the rate and only at the point 
specified therein on the turnover in each 
year relating to such goods whatever be 
die quantum of turnover in that year. 

(3) Notwithstanding anything contained 
in sub-secfion (1) or sub-section (2), the 
tax payable by a dealer in respect of any 
sale of goods mentioned in the First Sche- 
dule by such dealer to another for use by 
die latter as component part of any other 

f oods mentioned in that Schedule, which 
e ifitends to manufacture inside tihe 
State for sale shall be at the rate of only 
one and a half per cent of the turnover 
relating to such sale: 

Prorided xx xx xx 

Explanation. — For die purposes of this 
snb-section, . component part means an 
article which forms an identifiable con- 
sistuent of the finished product and which 


EN/EN/B805/70/VBB/M 



A.La 


1028 S.C [Prs. 8-6] Slate of Madras v. H. H. K. Naida (Shah J.) 


C. A. Name of respondent Period of sale 

No, 

K. N. Krishnaswami Naida & Sons. 1959-60 

2283 A. S. Anmachalam Chettiar 1^9-60 

2284 K. hlununudi Chettiar and Co. 1960-61 

22 85 K. S. Mohammed Ghani Rowther. 1959-60 

2288 V. Eiishna Chettiar and Bros. 1960-61 

22OT V. N. M. A, Rajendra Nadar and 

Bros. Co. 1959-60 


Value of 
groimdnnt o3 
Rs. 3,73.229.00 
Rs. 5,14,106.01 
Rs. 10,27,939.32 
Rs. 2,03,709.98 
Rs. 2,48,445.95 

Rs. 1,51,241.24 


along with other goods to malce up the 
foished product* 

The First Schedule to the Act contains s 
large number of entries. The entries 
material at the relevant time were Entry 
20 “All vegetable oils*, and Entry 45 
“Vegetable products, that is to say, any 
vegetable oil or fat, which whether by 
itself or in admixture with any other sub- 
stance, has by hydrogenation or by any 
other process been hardened for human 
consumption*. Groundnut oil clearly fell 
within Entry 20, and vanaspatl was co- 
vered by Entry 45. There is also no dis- 
pute that groundnut oil forms the major 
component of vanaspatL 

4 The taxing authorities refected th'o 
daim of the respondents on the ground 
^at groundnut oU is not a component part 
of vanaspatl because Jt docs not form “an 
identifiable constituent of the finished pro* 
duc^ te. vanaspatl The High Courf 
held that groun^ut oQ consHtutes a com- 
ponent part of vanaspatl The Ending of 
the Hign Court is supported by dear evi^ 
dence on the record. Mr. R. hlahadevan. 
Factory Manager, Hindustan Lever Ltd., 
has stated in his affidavit that the vanas* 
pad manufactured by the Hindustani 
Lever Ltd., coofafaed me following Ihrea 
vegetable oils as component parts: 

Percental oI 
oil ased 

(I) Groundnut ofl 85 to 95 

(ii) Sesame or Gingelly oil 5 

(u9 Cottonseed oil 0 to 10 

According to Mr. Mahadevan the ground- 
nut oil is the major component in the 
manufacture of vanaspati and vanaspad 
may bo manufactured by using groundnut 
oil alone without adding any of the other 
two oils; that the use of 5 per cent, 
sesame or gingelly oil in die mantifacturo 
of vanaspaB was made obligatory by the 
Government of India rmder the Vegetable 
on Products Control Orders with a view 
tn detect adulteration in other product^ 
such as chee etc., by the mixture of vanas- 
pati; and that< groundnut oil was an iden- 
tifiable component part of vanaspad 


manufactured by the Company. He fnr- 
tiier stated that the presence of the three 
oils mixed in the manufacture of vanas- 
patl can be identified by carrying out 
three tests — (1) Baudouin Test for de- 
tecting the presence of sesame oil; (2) Hal- 
phen Test for detecting the presence of 
cottonseed oil; and (3) Belh'er Test for 
delecting the presence of groundnut oiL 
No evioCTce contradicting the statements 
of Mr. Mahadevan was laid before the 
taxing authorities. 

5. It was, however, urged on behalf 
of the State drat an article is a component 
part within the meaning of the Explana- 
tion to Section 8 (3) of the Act only if it 
Is capable of being idenb'fied visuuy in 
the final product. We are unable to ac- 
cept that contention. The l^eglslature has 
sot provided that before a component 
part may qualify for the concessional rale 
of tax, it must be capable of visual 
identification in the finished product. A 
reference to the entries In the First Sche- 
dule clearly indicates that the benefit of 
Section 3 (3) may not be obtained in res- 
pect of any raw material supplied for 
manufacture of finished products, if the 
test of visual identification be adopted. Jo 
cur judgment; if the component is cap- 
able of identification by a chemical or 
other test as a component of a Enishec 
product falling within the Schedule, It 
would bo an Identifiable constituent with- 
in the meanlag of Section 3 (3) Explana- 
tion, and the sale of the component woidd 
qualify for the concessional rale of tax. 
The High Court was, in our fiidgment, 
right in holding that the respondents were 
liable to tax omy under Section 3 (Sj, and 
not under Section 8 (1) of the Act 

6. The appeals fall and are dtwifggM 
with costs. One hearing fee. 

Appeals df<nnf<^pd. 



Ram Mura v. State of Haryana (Dua J.) [Pis. 1-2] S.C. 1029 


AIR 1970 SUPREME COURT 1020 
(V 57 C 218) 

(From: Punjab & Haryana)* 

J. M. SHELAT AND I, D. DUA, JJ. 

Ram Murti, Appellant v. State of Har- 
yana, Respondent. 

Criminal Appeal No. 62 (N) of 1967, 
D/- 14-4-1970. 

(A) Penal Code (1860), Section 366 — « 

Age of prosecutrix — Evidence — Un- 
proved and unexhibited school certificafe 
cannot be relied on. Criminal Appeal 
No. 913 of 1966 (Punj & Haryana), Re- 
versed. (Para ^ 

(B) Evidence Act (1872), Section 35 - 

Age, proof of — Unproved and unexibit- 
ed school certificate cannot be reb'ed upon. 
Criminal Appeal No. 913 of 1966 (Punj & 
Haryana), Reversed. (Para 7) 

(C) Penal Code (1860), Sections 366 
and 376 — ■ Age of prosecutrix is always 
of importance. 

In cases under Sections 366 and 876, 
age of prosecutrix is always of import- 
ance, particularly so where according to 
medicm evidence, she was found to have 
been used to sexual intercourse and there 
was old rupture of hymen. Where &e 
accused was acquitted of offence under 
Section 376, the Court should examine the 
question of age more closely. ^ara 7) 

(D) Evidence Act (1872), Section 133 >—< 

Case under Section 366, 1. P. C. — Prose- 
cutrix used to sexual intercourse . — Her 
case that she was compelled, threatened 
or otherwise induced to go with accused 
who was alleged to bave raped her with- 
out her consent — Her statement, in 
order to base conviction of accused upon, 
must be corroborated in some material 
particulars from independent source. Cri- 
minal Appeal No. 913 of 1966 (Punj & 

Haryana), Reversed. (Para 8) 

(E) Penal Code (1860), Section 366 — 

Prosecutrix found to be used to sexual 
intercourse Her statement that she was 
threatened and induced to go with ac- 
cused should be corroborated in material 
particulars from independent source, to 
base convicdon of accused upon. Cri. 
App. No. 913 of 1966 (Punj & Haryana), 
Reversed. (Para 8) 

The following Judgment of the Court 
was delivered by 

DUA, J.! — This appeal is by special 
leave from the judgment of the I^njab & 

•(Criminal Appeal No. 913 of 1966 — 
Punj & Har.) 
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Haryana High Court in Criminal Appeal 
No. 913 of 1966. The appellant. Ram 
Mura, along with Suresh Kumar, Pratap 
Singh and Pi-em Kumar Mittal, was tried 
in the Court of the Additional Sessions 
Judge, Ambala on charges under Sections 
366, 366-A and 376, Indian Penal Code, 
Pratap Singh, Suresh and Prem Kumar 
Mittal were given benefit of doubt and 
acquitted. According to the Trial Court, 
the prosecutrix Satnam Kaur, a student 
of 9th dass, Dev Samaj Girls’ High School, 
i^bala City, had improved upon her ear- 
liest version in respect of these accused 
and the possibih'ty of falsely implicating 
them by herself or at the instance of Shri 
Hari Ram, Assistant Sub-Inspector, could 
not be reasonably ruled out The appel- 
lant was, however, held to be the chief 
and real culprit and was accordingly con- 
victed under Sections 366 and 876, Indian 
Penal Code and sentenced to 5 years' 
rigorous imprisonment on each cormt. The 
sentences were ordered to be concurrent. 
It was observed that the appellant did 
not deserve any leniency because being a 
medical practitioner and a teacher he had 
taken trodue advantage of his position in 
both capacities. On appeal the High 
Court acquitted him of the charge unefe 
Section 376, Indian Penal Code but main- 
tained his conviction and sentence under 
Section 366, Indian Penal Code. On ap- 
peal by spedal leave in this Court the 
appellant challenges his conviction and 
sentence. The appellant is not represent- 
ed by counsel. He is on bail and is not 
present in Court; but he has submitted 
written ar^ments and has requested that 
they may oe considered in his absence. 

2. The prosecution story, as given by 
the prosecutrix, may now be broadly 
stated. Satnam Kaur, the prosecutrix^ 
daughter of Hans Raj, a refugee from 
West Pakistan, was a student of 9th class, 
Dev Samaj High School, Ambala City at 
the relevant time. One Sumitra Devi was 
also studying with her in the same dass. 
Ram Murti, appellant, a medical practi- 
tioner also used to teach in this school 
He used to take three periods a week of 
the 9th dass. The annual examination in' 
the school concluded on March 23, 1965 
and on the following day there was some 
function in tiie school. After the function, 
on March 24, 1965, Sumitra Deri took 
Satnam Kaur to the appellant’s house so 
that he may disdose to them the marks 
secured by them in the examination. This 
was pursuant to the appellant’s message 
conveyed throu^ Sumitra Devi Both 
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diese girls reached the appellant’s house 
at about 6 or 7 p.m. A car was parked 
in front of that house. The driver was 
sitting in the car and Pratap Singh was 
standing near it The appellant took both 
the girls inside the house and entertained 
them to tea. He also disclosed to them 
the marks secured by them in the exami- 
nation. As the tea tasted somewhat bit- 
ter and Satnam Kaxir felt slight headache, 
she requested the appellant to take her 
to her house. The appellant promised to 
do so. As Sumitra Devi went upstairs to 
fnlk to the appellant’s wife Satnam Kaur 
was taken by the appellant to the car. 
Partap Singh and Suresh Kumar, also got 
into it. Instead of taking her to her own 
house she was taken to Suresh’s house 
where all of them had sexual intercourse 
with her against her will and without her 
consent Outside that house the driver 
of the car tineatened her that she would 
be killed if she refused to go In or rais- 
ed alarm. At midnight they took her to 
Ambala Cantonment in the same car end 
to the shop of a tailor behind Ntgar 
Cinema, the key of which was with 
Suresh, they again raped her under threat 
of life. In the morning at about 4 or 5 
a. m. they took her to the house of Prcm 
Mittal in Prem Nagar. Prem hiittal was 
to &e house. After leaving Satnam Kaur 
there the apMUant and the driver of the 
car locked toe front door of the house 
and went away. -In the evening Ram 
Multi returned, entering th<* house by the 
back door. At night Prem Mittal had 
sexual intercourse with her against her 
will and to spite of her resistance. On the 
following day Pratap and Suresh again 
raped her to that house. She was also 
^ven some bitter liquid to drink twice 
apiihst her wilt On the night of 2Tth 
March, Pratap and Suresh took her to 
Chandigarh to a bus and kept her to the 
waiting room at the raflway station. She 
was tmeatened with life if she raised 
alarm. In the morning she was brought 
back to Prem Mittal’s house In Amb^a 
where Pratap, Suresh and Prem Kfitfol 
had again sexual intercourse with her. 
She was kept in that house till March 29, 
19G3. She was again talxn to Chancligaih 
by Pratap and Suresh, During these two 
dai-s Pratap, Suresh and Prra Kumar 
used to commit rape on her. On the 
evening of March 29, 19(S Soresb and 
Pratap took her to Chandigarh and kept 
her in the waiting room at the Chandi- 
garh railway station, ’Hie following 
morning when they were going tfie 
railway station toss'ards the town near the 


crossing of the roads she saw some police 
ofBcers and raised alarm. Suresh and 
Pratap left her there and she narrated her 
story to the poUce officers. They took 
her to the police station at Chandigarh 
and recorded her statement. The police 
brought her back to Ambala City where 
Hari Ram, -Assistant Sub-Inspector threat- 
ened her not to involve Sumitra and Ram 
Mxirti in this affair otherwise he would 
get all the members of her family arrest- 
ed. She was taken before the Chief Judi- 
cial Magistrate, Ambala where she itiade 
her statement which, according to her, 
was in accordance with the direib'ons of 
A- S. I. Hari Ram. After reaching her 
parent s house she was taken by her father 
to the police station Ambala Cantonment 
and her statement was recorded by the 
Judicial Magistrate, Ambala City. 

8. As toe appellant was unrepresent- 
ed by counsel in this Court we r^uested 
toe counsel for toe State to me us 
throu^ toe evidence. The first point 
wto'ch reouires consideration is that of 
toe age or the prosecutrix. In toe Trial 
Court toe prosecutrix gave her age as 17 
years. In her statement before tne Chief 
Judicial Magistrate made on March 81, 
19^ she gave her age os 15 ^ars. In 
her statement imder Section 164, Criminal 
Procedure Code made before Shri Hinilal 
Mehra on May 21, 196S she stated her 
age to be 15^ years. In our opinion, ft 
is not at all safe to rely on her own state* 
menl about her age. 

4. Exhibit PA is the certificate given 
by Dr. ^’mer Kaur, Senior Medical Offi- 
cer at Chandigarh (P. W. 1) who had 
examined Satnam Kaur on March 80, 
1065. According to this certificate Satnam 
Kaur appeared fo be about IS or IT years 
old but for a correct estimate of age the 
police was advised to get her bones 
X-rayed, This certificate further shows 
that Satnam Kaur was used to sexual 
intercourse and her hymen was tom, the 
rupture appearing to me doctor to be old. 
In her evidence in the committing Court 
Dr. Ajmer Kaur, when questfon«l, was 
unable to say whether the rupture of Sat- 
nam Knur’s hymen was three years’ old 
or more. Satnam Kaur’s age as 15 years 
described at the fop of Ex. PA was £o- 
serted at Satnam Kaur's Instance. Exhibit 
PL Is a copy of the entry from the Regis- 
ter of Births maintained by the Mimidpal 
Committee, Ambala City. According to 
this CTtry, on September 27, 1949 Bhag- 
wanti Dai reported about the birth of a 
daughter on September 25, 1949 to Hans 
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Ra], son of Ramkher Jaggi labourer by 
profession, resident of bouse No. 393, 
Kaith Ma]'ri. The name of the child was 
not mentioned. The name of the mother 
also does not find place in the entry but 
her age was recorded as 25 years. This 
report also shows that the parents had 
three children. 

5. Maya Devi, mother of the prosecu- 
trix appeared as P. W. 14 on September 
16. 1966. She gave her age to be 40 
years. Her statement in regard to her 
children and their age is: 

“My marriage wim Hans Raj my hus- 
band took place about 27 years back 
when we were both in West Pakistan. 
After the partition of the country we set- 
tled at Ambala City. Six children were 
bom out of this wemock, 4 daughters and 
two sons. The first child was a boy, 
namely Jagdish Lai who is about 22 
years of age. Second child was our 
daughter Shanta aged 20 years. The 
third child bom was our daughter Satnam 
Kaur who is about 17 years of age. She 
was only 15 years old at the time of the 
occurrence. Satnam Kaur was bom at 
Ambala City. The name of the Dai who 
had attended this delivery was Bhag- 
wanti.” 

In cross-examination she stated that all 
the six children bom to her were ahve. 
Bhagwanti Dai was not produced as a 
witness though she was ah've as stated by 
Maya Devi. Hans Raj appearing as P. W. 
18 said on this point: 

"I am a displaced person from West 
Pakistan having settled at Ambala after 
the partition of the country. Before com- 
ing to Ambala I had spent a year at Kar- 
n£U. My marriage with Maya Devi was 
solemnized about 27 years back. Maya 
Devi gave birth to 6 children, 4 daugh- 
ters and 2 sons. The first was son Jag- 
dish Lai, aged about 22/23 years, tire 
second daughter, Shanta Devi, aged 17/18 
years and the third was Satnam Kaur who 
was bom 2% years after her elder sister 
Shanta Dew. Satnam Kaur is about 17 
years of age now. She was. bom at 
Ambala after the partition of the coun- 
try — after about 2% years of the partition 
of , the country.” 

In cross-examination he stated: 

"I cannot tell what was the age of my 
wife at the time of our marriage. I am 
50 years of age. She is now 40 years old. 
Our marriage took place 27 years back. 
The age of my wife at the time of the 
marriage may be calculated. My son 
Jagdish Lai was bom xritlrin one year of 
the marriage. Shanta, the eldest daugh- 


ter was bom 2% years after ftie birth of 
Jagdish. Satnam was bom years after 

the birth of Shanta It is correct 

that one of my daughters died at Ambala. 
The birth name of Satnam was Ram 
Rani but her name was entered as Sat- 
nam Kaur when she was admitted in the 
school. Bhagwanti Dai had given the 
name Satnam of this girl when her birth 
was reported by her.” 

6. The Trial Court, in support of its 
conclusion on the question of age of the 
prosecutrix, relied on the birth certificate 
Ex. PL and the report of Dr. Aimer Kaur, 
Ex. PA. The omission on the part of 
the prosecuting agency to get Satnani 
Kaur’s bones X-rayed as advised by Dr. 
Ajmer Kaur was not considered by that 
Court to be very material. Considering 
that the prosecutrix was only a student of 
9th class at the time of the occiurrence 
that Court felt that Dr. Ajmer Kaur’s 
estimate of her age was trustworthy and 
the prosecutrix was held to be definitely 
below 18 yems of age. That Court also 
took into consideration an unproved and 
rmexhibited school certificate which ap- 
pears to have been obtained by the In- 
vestigating Officer from the Dev SamaJ 
School. According to this certificate the 
date of Satnam Kaur’s birth is stated by 
the trial Court to be August 5, 1948. We 
had a look at this document. It is dated 
April 9, 1965 nnd pmrports to certify the 
date of Satnam Kaur’s birtlr according to 
the school register to be November 5, 
1948 and is signed by someone describ- 
ing herself as Head Mistress, Dev Samai 
Girls’ High School. We fail to understand 
how the Trial Court felt justified in tak- 
ing this document into consideration and 
holding the date of birth as entered in 
this document to be August 5, 1948. We, 
however, need not say an^hing more 
about the merits of this document be- 
cause the counsel for the State in this 
Court has rightly declined to place any 
reliance on it. In the High Court the 
learned Single Judge dealt with the ques- 
tion of age in the following manner: 

"According to her medical examination" 
by Dr. Ajmer Kaur, mentioned above, she 
was .betiveen 16 and 17, years of age. 
During the course of investigation, her 
birth entry PL was obtained showing 
that a daughter was born to Hans Raj on 
25th September, 1949, with the aid of 
Bhagwanti Dai. Tliis entry was made in 
the register on 27th September, 1949. 
There is evidence on the record that 
Bhagwanti was acting as a Dai at the 
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time of the bir& of Satnam Kanr. More* 
over it is also amply clear from fiie stal^ 
ments of Hans Raj and his wife th^ 
she was below 18 years of age. Besides 
file above, there is the school entry wbicli 
shorn that Satnam R'anr ^^as bom on 5th 
August, 1948. It is true &at there is di> 
crepancy between the s^ool certificate 
and the birth entry PL. But in any case, 
her age was proved to be below 18 years 
at the time of tiie commission of this 
offence. The learned counsel for the ap- 
pellant submitted that Dr. Ajmer Kanr 
advised X-ray examination of the pros^ 
cutrix to find out her age, but that was 
not done. The counsel, therefore, main- 
tained that there was no satisfactory evi- 
dence on die record to show that she 
was below 18 years at the time of this 
occurrence. As remarked above, I have 
no doubt in my mind that tal^g into 
consideration the statement of Hans Raj, 
father of Satnam Xaur, and her mother 
as also the medical examination by Dr. 
Ajmer Kaur, cnlw PL, and school certifi- 
cate, she was definitely below 18 years.* 

7. It is dear that in the Hi^ Coorf 
also it was not appredated that this un- 
proved and uneximbited school certificate 
could not be treated as evidence in the 
ease. Nor was it nodoed that ac c or d ing 
to diis document Satnam Kaur's date of 
birth was November 5, 1948. The ques- 
doo of age of the prosecutrix in cases 
under Sections 860 and 876, Indian Penal 
Code is always of importance. It was 
particularly so in this case because ao- 
cording to the medical evidence the pro- 
secutrix was found to have been usea to 
sexual intercourse aud the rapture of the 
bymen was old. The High Court having 
acquitted the appellant for an offence 
under Section 876, Indian Penal Code 
because the prosecutrix appeared to be & 
consenting party not only to the impugn- 
ed acts of sexual intercourse in question 
but even on earlier occasions, it was, in 
our opinion, a fit case in whidi that Court 
should have examined the question of her 
age more closely. On the evidence on 
the record we are far from satisfied tha£ 
there is any trustworthy evidence on the 
record on which the conclusion that Sal- 
nam Xaur, prosecutrix, was under 18 
years of age in March, 1965 can safely be 
founded. 

8. This taJees ns to fte qoestion wh^ 
ther Satnam Kaur was compelled or in- 
duced by deceitful means to accompamr 
the appellanL The High Comt has nwtit 
witii this aspect in these wmds: 


*It was flien argued by ffie appellant's 
counsel that it was not Ram Moorti who 
actualy took or enticed her away but it 
was Satnam Zaur herself who went to 
1^ house and from there to various other 
places as already stated in the earlier 
part of mv fudgment But we have ft on 
the lecora mat Ram Moorti was a teacher 
in the school and had even before this 
occurrence, comimtted sexual intercourse 
with Satnam Zaur a number of times in 
the sdiool so much so that she became 
pregnant and be arranged her abortion 
from a Dai. Being a medical practitioner, 
it was not difficiut for him to do so. 
However, it is dear from the statement 
of Satnam Zaur that the appellant ap- 
proached Sumibn, asking her to bring 
Satnam Zaur with her on the day of oo 
currence on fiie preteit &at he would 
t^ them their marks. If this enticement 
had not been offered, very likely Satnam 
^ur would not bave gone to Ram 
Moorlfs bouse. Ram Moorti had arranged 
for a car and thereafter took her away to 
vaiions places and roped her. Therefonx 
there is enough evidence on the record 
to show that It was Ram Moorti who en- 
ticed her end took away on the day of 
occurrence. The offence under Section 
thus stands proved against him.” 
Here again, we ore unable to agree, The 
presecutriz has made sev’eral divergent 
statements. Zeeping In view the medical 
evidence which shows that the prosecu- 
trix had been used to sexual intercoune, 
fa order to accept her statement that she 
was compelled, threatened or otherwise 
faduc^ to go with the appellant, there 
should, in our opinion, be corroboration 
of some material particular from some 
independent source and her bare stafe- 
vaRTBfc vtoaoK sswsiifierei 
sustain the appellant's conviction. It is 
tree that according to the Courts below 
the appellant has exploited his position 
both as a medical practitioner and os a 
teacher and he has oeen having for some 
time past Illicit intimacy with Satnam 
Zaur. But the charge in the present case 
consists of what is stated to have happen- 
ed between March -24 and Manm SO, 
19(S when she is not shown to be under 
18 years of age. In those days we do not 
find any e\'iaence of inducement, threat 
or cominilsion on the part of the appel- 
lant towards the prosecutrix. There is 
thus no evidence on the record on which 
the offence under Section 886, Indian 
Penal Code can be sustain^ against the 
appellant The appeal Is, therrfore, al- 
lowed and the a^iellant acquitted. He 
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need not snirrader to his bail bond which 
Biizst bo coDsderod to be discborged. 

Appeal ^owed. 


AIR 1970 SUPRENIE COURT 103S 
(V 57 C 219) 

. ^rom: Bombay)'* 

"A N. RAY AND L D. DUA, JJ- 

Go'rada Kadtuji Kadam and others. 
Appellants v. The State of Maharashtra, 
Respondent. 

Criminal Appeal No. 188 of 1969, D/- 
9-2-1970. 

(A) Criminal R. C. (1898), Section 421 
t— Summa^ dismissal of appeal filed 
under Section 410 — Higli Court should 
at least give mdfcation of its views on 
ar^able points which are raised — Dis- 
missal of appeal by using word “irejected’ 
as improper. 

When an appeal in the High Court 
raises a serious and substantial point 
which is prima fade arguable it is im- 
proper for that Court to dismiss it sum- 
marily without giving some indication of 
its view on the point raised. The interest 
of justice and laiiplay require the High 
Court in such cases to give an indication 
of its views on the points argued so that 
tee Supreme Court, in the event of an 
appeal from that order being presented 
has tee benefit of the High Courts opi- 
nion on those points. AIR 1953 SC 282 
& AIR 1955 SC 287 & AIR 1963 SC 1698 
& AIR 1968 SC 609 and Criminal Appeal 
No. 274 of 1968, D/- 18-12-1968 (SC) &: 
1969 SCD 892, ReL on. . (Para 2) 

(B) Constitution of India, Artide 138 — « 
Summary dismissal appeal under S. 410, 
Cr. P. G. by High Court — • Interference 
by Supreme Cotat by ordering remand. 

Five accused were convicted for riot- 
ing on a joint trial held by a Sessions 
Judge._ An. of them filed one appeal but 
tee Hite Comt while admitting tee ap- 
peal or one, dismissed it, in limine so fer 
as the other appellants were concerned. 
On ah appeal under Artide 136 of tee 
Constitution against teat order. 

Held teat tee order dismissing in limine 
tee appeal on behalf of the four appel- 
lants, was unsupportable in tee circum- 
stances and tee appeal should be remand- 
ed for hearing on merits. (Patas 4, S) 

•(Criminal Appeal No. 109 of 1969, D/- 

9-6-1969 • — Bom at NagpurJ 

CN/DN/B25/7b/KSB/A 


(Pr. 8>[Pr. 1] S.a 10& 

deferred: Chronological Paras 
(1969) Criminal Appeal No. ^8 of 
1968, D/- 22-4-1969 = 1969 SCD 
892, Sakharam v. State of Maha- 
rashtra g 

(1968) AIR 1968 SC 609 (V 55)= 

19^ Cri LJ 657, Narayanswami 
V. State of Maharashtra 8 

(1968) Criminal Appeal No. 274 of 
1968, D/- 18-12-1968 (SC), Jeewan 
V. State of Rajasthan g 

(1963) AIR 1963 SC 1696 (V 50)= 

(1964) 8 SCR 237 = 1963 (2) Cri 
LJ 534, Chittaranjan Das v. State 
of West Bengal g 

(1955) AIR 1955 SC 287 (V 42)= 

1955 SCR 1177 = 1955 Cri LJ 
857, Shrilcantiah Rama3^a Muni- 
Palli V. State of Bombay g 

(1953) AIR 1953 SC 282 (V 40)= 

1953 SCR 809, Mushtak Hussain 
V. State of Bombay 8 

Dr. W. S. Barhngay,. Senior Advocate 
(M/s, N. K Khenddcar and A, G. Ratna- 
parkhi. Advocates, with him), for Appel- 
lants; M/s, G. L. Sanghi, Badri Das 
Sharma and S. P. Nayar, Advocates, for 
Respondent 

The follow&g Judgment of tee Court 
was delivered by 

DUA, J.:— The four appellants, along 
with Kondu son of Ambu, were jointly 
tried in tee Court of Additional Sessions 
Judge, Akola on tee following charges: 

“That you aU accused Nos. 1 to 5 on 
or about 12te day of November, 1967 at 
about 5.45 a. m. near Farshi on Risod 
Nazambpur Road, formed an unlawful as- 
sembly and in prosecution of tee common 
object of such assembly viz., to commit 
murder of complainant Vitealrao Khan- 
derao Deshmukh or in order to cause 
murder of Vitealrao or grievous hurts to 
him committed the offence of rioting and 
thereby committed an offence punish- 
able under Section 147 of the fodian 
Penal Code and within the cognizance of 
this Court 

That you aH on tee same date, time 
and place, were members of unlawful as- 
sembly, in prosecution of common object 
of which viz., to commit murder of 
Vitealrao or to cause griev'Ous hurt to 
him, one or all you caused grievous hurts 
to him which offence you knew to be 
h'kely to be committed in prosecntfon of 
tee common object of tee said assembly 
you are thereby under Section 149 of tee 
Indian Penal Code guilty of causing of 
tee said offence punish^Ie under Sec- 
tion .307 of tee Indian Penal Code and 
witefo tee cognizance of this Conrfc 
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That yoa all on the same date, time 
and place attemoted to cause murder 
of Vithalrao Desnmukh, in furtherance 
of common intention and thereby com- 
mitted an offence punishable under Se<y 
tion 307 read with Section 34 of the 
Indian Penal Code and 57lthm the 
cognizance of this Court." 

The order of the trial Court convicting 
them all concludes thus: 

“All the five accused are convicted 
for the offence of rioting punishable 
under Section 147, Indian Penal Code 
and eadi is sentenced to rigorous im- 
prisonment for the period of six months 
and to a fine of Rs. 50/, in default, rigor- 
ous imprisonment for two weeks for that 
offence. 

Substantive sentences shall 

run concurrently. The accused shall 
surrender to their bail." 

They all jointly appealed to the Hi^ 
Court of Bombay by one memorandum 
of appeal Chanaurl^ admitted the 
appe^ only on behalf of Kundu and 
dlnnissed in limine the appeal on behalf 
of the four appellants before us. The 
only point which concerns this Court in 

present appeal by special leave 
relates to the correctness of the order 
dismissing in limine the appeal on 
half of the four appellants, when the 
appeal on behalf of Kondu, co-accused 
was admitted for hearing on the merits 
after notice to the State. 

2. We may at the outset point ool 
that though on appeal under Section 410, 
Cr. P. C. by a p^on convicted at a 
trial held by a Sessions Judge or an 
Additional Sessions Judge the appeUaot 
is entitled under Section 418 of the 
Code to challence the conclusions both 
on facts and of law and to ask for a re- 
appraisal of the evidence, the appellate 
Court has nevertheless full power xmder 
Section 421, Cr. P. C. to dismiss the 
appeal in limine even without sending 
for the records, if on perusal of the 
impugned order and the petition of ap- 
pej it is satisfied with the correctness 
of the order appealed against. This 
power, it may be emphasise, has to be 
exercised after perusing the petition of 
appeal and the copy of the order appeal- 
ed against and after affording to the 
appcDant or his pleader a reasonable 
opportunity of being heard in support 
of the appeaL The summary de^sion 
is accordingly a judicial detdsion whidi 
vitally affects the convicted appellant 
and to a fit case it is also open to chaL 


large on appeal in diis Court An order 
summarily dismissing an appeal by the 
word “reiected", as is the case before 
us, though not violative of any statutory 
provision removes nearly every oppor- 
tunity for detection of errors in the 
order. Such an order does not sp^ 
and is inscrutable giving no indication 
of the reasoning underlying it It may 
at times embarrass this Court when the 
order appealed against prima fade 
gives rise to arguable points whidi this 
Court is remiired to eoijsider without 
having the benefit of the views of the 
High Court on those points. In our opl- 
riioD, therefore, when an appeal in uie 
High Court raises a serious and sub- 
stantial point which is prima fade 
arguable it is improper for that Court 
to dismiss it summamy without giving 
some indication of its view on the 
points raised. The interest of justice and 
fairplay require the High Coiirt in sneh 
cases to give an indication of Its views 
on the points argued so that this Court, 
in the event of an appeal from that 
order being presented here, has tbs 
benefit of the High Court's opinion on 
those points. 

8. 'The ^estfon of summary dismls* 
sal of ainuDiJ appeals has come up far 
consideration before this Court on seve- 
ral occasions and broad ^nciples have 
been stated more than once. In Miishtak 
Hussain v. State of Bombay, 1933 SCH 
609 = (AIR 1953 SC 232), Mahajan J, 
(as he then was) speaking for the Comt 
said at p. 820 (of SCR) => (at p. 286 of 
AIR). 

"With great respect we are, how- 
ever, constrained to observe that it was 
not right for the High Court to have 
dismissed the appeal preferred by the 
appellant to that Court summarily, as 
it certainly raised some arguable points 
which required consideration thou^ 
we have not thoujdit R fit to deal with 
all of them. In cases which prima 
fade raise no arguable issue that course 
is, of course, justified, but this Court 
would appreciate it if in arguable 
cases the summary rejection order gives 
some indication of the views of the 
Hi^ Court on the points raised. Wit^ 
out the opinion of the High Court on 
such points in spedal leas'e pefifions 
under Artide 136 of the Constitution 
this Court sometimes feels embarrass^ 
if it has to deal with those matters with- 
out the benefit of that opinion." 

In Shreekanriah Ramayya Munipalll v. 
The State of Bombay, 1935 SCR 1177^3 
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(AIR 1935 SC 287) and in Chittai^fan 
Das V. State of West Bengal, (1964) 3 
SCR 237 = (AIR 1963 SC 1696) this 
Court approved the remarks made in 
Mushtak Husseins case, 1953 SCR 809 
= (AIR 1953 SC 282). Again, in Narayan 
Swami v. State of MAarashtra, AIR 1968 
SC 609, this Coxirt, after referring to 
the earlier three decisions of this Court, 
emphasised that the Higli Court should 
not summarily reject criminal appeals if 
they raise aj^^able and suostantial 
points. Still more recently in Jeewan 
V. State of Rajasthan, Criminal Appeal 
No. 274 of 1968, D/- 18-12-1968 (SC), 
this Court disapproved summary rejec- 
tion of the appeal by the High Court 
and in Sakha Ram v. State of Maha- 
rashtra, Criminal Appeal No. 258 of 
1988. D/- 224-1969 (SC), this Court 
reiterated tiie view that it is desirable 
for the Hi^ Court when dismissing the 
appeals in limine to deal with each 
point urged before them for holding 
that it is not necessary to send for the 
records and to give notice to the State 
for finally hearing and disposing of 
the appei 

4 In the present case the defence of 
Kondu accused is that Vitbalrao, the 
injured person, has sustained the inh]^ 
by falling on a stone while chasing him 
(Kondu) and his other compam'ons. If 
that defence is upheld then the case 
against the four appellants in this Court 
would, in our opinion, also require seri- 
ous consideration. The evidence on the 
record would have to be scrutinised at 
least for determining how far the case 
of the present appellants is distinguish- 
able from that of Kondu, accused. It 
was, therefore, an eminently fit case in 
which, while admitting Kondu's appeal, 
the appeal on behalf of the present ap- 
pellants was also admitted so that the 
appeals of all tire five accused could be 
considered together. It may be recalled 
that the charge of rioting under Sec- 
tion 147, I. P. C. could only be sustained 
if an unlawful assembly is held to have 
been formed. It was, therefore, more 
appropriate to consider the case of all 
the accused together on appeal. On 
this ground also the order of the Hi^ 
Comt is open to objection. Even the 
counsel for the State before us after 
making a faint attempt to justify the im- 
pugned order had, it may be said in 
fairness to him, to concede that the 
order of dismissal in limine of the ap- 
peal on behalf of the four apprllants 
is, in the circumstances, insupportable. 


5. The appeal is allowed and the 
order dismissing in limine the appeal 
of the four appellants before us is set 

^ to the 

Hi^ Court for hearing dieir appeal 
with the record after giving notice to 
fte State, along with the appeal of 
Kondu, accused. We would perhaps 
have persuaded ourselves to go into the 
merits of the case as this Court has 
sometimes done, but since Kondu's ap- 
peal is pending in the Hi^ Court it 
seems to us to be more appropriate and 
just that the entire appeal is heard by 
that Court on the merits. As the sentences 
imposed are short the High Court, we 
have no doubt, would tty to dispose 
of the appeal as speedily as possible. 
It may be observed that fte counsel 
for the appellants in this Court made 
an oral prayer for their release on 
bail But as the case is being remitted 
to the High Court for considering the 
appeal of all the five accused persons 
on merits it would be open to me ap- 
pellants — if so advised — to apply to 
the Hi^ Court for bail which prayer 
would be considered according to law. 

Appeal allowed. 


AIR 1970 SUPREME COURT 1035 
(V 57 C 220) 

(From Patna: ILR 41 Pat 503) 

S. M. SIKRI AND G. K. MITTER, JJ. 

Garib Das and others. Appellants v. 
Munshi Abdul Hamid and others. Res- 
pondents. 

Civil Appeal No. 1158 of 1967, D/- 13- 
11-1969. 

(A) Muhammadan Law — Walcf — 
Creation of — Requirements. 

A wakf inter vivos is completed by a 
mere declaration of endowment by the 
owner. Further, the founder of a wakf 
may constitute himself the first mutawalli 
and when the founder and the mutawalli 
are the same person, no transfer of physi- 
cal possession is necessary. Nor is it 
necessary that the property should be 
transferred from die name of the donor 
as owner into his name as mutawalli. An 
apparent transaction must be presumed 
to be real and the onus of proving the 
contrary is on the person alleging that 
the wakf was not intended to be acted 
upon. 

The setdor and diose claiming under him 
are however not precluded from showing 
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that DO waH Had been created and that Mutawalli and his wife was to be ihe 
Mutawalli after his death. The docu- 


flae deed was not intended to op^te as 
a wakf but was illusoiy and fictitious. 
This is a question of intention evidenced 
by facts and circnmstances showing that 
It was not to be acted upon. For the 
purpose of such enquiry subsequent con- 
duct, if it is merely a continuation of 
conduct at the time of execution, is &>• 
relevant (Paras 8, 9) 

(B) Mussalman Waldf Validating Act 

(I£^) — Applicabflity — The Act of 1923 
did not apply to any wahf under which 
any benefit was, for the time bem& 
claimable by tiie waldf or any of his 

family descendants. (Para 11) 

(C) Muhammadan Law ~ Walcf w 

Whether void for uncertainty — Wakf in 
favour of mosque m certain mohalia w 
There being two mosques in Mohalht ~ 
Donor by a subsequent document show- 
ing that be had particular mosque in 
mind — Held that donor was best per* 
Son to know which mosque he had id 
mind and wakf was not therefore void for 
nncertaiofy. (Para 12) 

(D) Lxndtatlon Act (1908), Article 143 

6— Suit for recovery of possession after 
cancellation of sale deeds in favour 
defendants on ground that a pervious 
valid wald had been created — Held 
Artide 142 was not applicable — Suit 
was filed vrithin six years after death of 
waldf who died only a few months after 
the execution of the subsequent sale 
deeds. (Para 13) 

The followmg Judgcdenl of the Cbort 
was delivered by 

MTITER, J.j This Is an appeal from B 
^dgment of the Patna Court re- 
versing a Judgment of the Subordinate 
Judge, BhagaJpur and decreeing the 
pL^tiff^ suit for a declaration mat & 
pucca house situated in MohalJa Nath- 
nagar within the Bhagalpur municipality 
was an endowed property under the deed 
of wakf dated June 21, 1914 and for 
covery of possession of the same wiUi 
mesne profits /r om defendants 1 to 8 
(the appellants to this court) who had oh- 
tainea sale deeds in respect of this pro* 
perty on December 27, 1949. 

2. One Tassadtik Hussain was Uio 
owner of the disputed house and admit- 
tedly executed a deed of wakf on Juno 
21, 1914 in respect of the same for the 
benefit of a mosque and Madrasa at 
Nalhnagar and had the same registered. 
In terms of the deed the donor was to 
remain in possession of the house as 


ment provided that after tiie death of 
both toe husband and wife the Mutawalli 
would be elected by the panchas of the 
Muslim community of Nathnagar and so 
long as &e donor and his vme were 
living they would maintain themselves 
from the income of the property and 
spend the balance left for toe mosque 
and the Madrasa. Tassadxrk Hussain ex- 
ecuted and registered three deeds on 10th 
Dec^ber, 1949 by one of which he pur- 
ported to cancel a gift deed dated Novem- 
ber 4, 1939 executed in favour of some 
of his relations in respect of the disputed 
house. By the second document he can- 
celled another registered deed of gift 
dated August 2, 1948 executed in favour 
of another relation of his in respect of 
the identical property. And by the third 
document he purported to cancel toe 
deed of wakf of 1914. Thereafter he 
executed and Te;^ered three separate 
sale deeds on March 27, 1949 one in favour 
of the appellant Garib Das, a second in 
favour of SbamJal and a third in favour 
of Gobind Lai All these three deeds 
were in respect of portions of the 
puted property. Tass^uk Hussain died ia 
July, 1950. 

3. The suit was filed by the first 
plaintiff as the dected Mnh^alli of toe 
wakf created by Tasaduk Hussain foio- 
tog with him plaintiffs 2 and 3 as mem- 
bers of toe Saoar Nathnagar Masjid Co^ 
nuttee. Garib Das, Sbyam Lai and 
Cobmd Lai, the alienees from Tasadok 
Hossain were impleaded as defendants 
first party. There was a number of other 
defendants also. The first three defendants 
were described ss tsusnts in ike suit 
petties. The plaintiffs daim^ to set aside 
toe deeds to favour of toe said persons 
on toe ground that as a vah'd w^ had 
already oeen created in favour of toe 
mosque and Madrasa and had been acted 
upon, the deed of cancellation of Decem- 
ber 10, 1949 and toe sale d^^ 
to favour of the first three defen- 
dants could not affect the wakf. A 
prayer was also made that as the said 
three defendants who were tenants had 
repudiated their tenancy they had for- 
feited the same and they had become tres- 
passers and were liable to eviction as 
such. 

4. The Subordinate Judge who tried 
toe suit found the deed of wakf to be 
invalid holding, inter alia, that there 
could be no reservation for the benefit 
of the donor in toe case of an endow- 
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ment purportedly in favour of a mosque. 
He also held that the endowment was 
bad for uncertainty on the ground that 
the mosque and the Madrasa mentioned 
in the wakf could not be identified and 
that Tasaduk Hussain never had any in- 
tention to create a wakf. 

5. The High Court set aside the find- 
ings of the Subordinate Judge holding 
“that there was no evidence to indicate 
that for at least 25 years before the exe- 
cution of the document of 1914 Tasaduk 
Hussain did anything to justify the infe- 
rence that it was not his intention to 
create the wakf in question.” The Hi^ 
Court held that the inference sought to 
be drawn by the Subordinate Judge from 
the fact that the original deed of wakf 
was not in possession of the panchas but 
nam a from the custody of the defendants 
as showing that no dedication to wakf 
was ever intended was not justified. Ac- 
cording to the Eh'^ Court as Tasaduk 
Hussain was the mutawalli for life it 
was but natural that the original deed 
should remain in his custody and when 
he changed his mind he would make 
over ihe document to the defendants at 
the time of the execution of the sale 
deeds. The Hi^ Court also found on 
the evidence that Tasaduk Hussain him- 
self used to meet directty some of the 
items of expenditure of the mosque and 
there never was any occasion for the 
panchayat or the Muntaidm to write up 
accoxmts in respect of the expenditure 
met by Tasaduk. According to the High 
Court the fact that Tasaduk Hussain did 
not by his conduct or otherwise express 
any intention before 1939 to indicate that 
the deed of w^ was a . sham or illusory 
transaction and that the deed of gift of 
1939 in respect of the same property in 
favom: of his distant relations was never 
acted upon, made the case of the plain- 
tiffe that Tasaduk Hussain spent his 
savings over the Masjid and Madrasa 

robable. Fmther as Tasaduk Hussam 

ad married again in or about 1937- it 
was probable that thereafter he changed 
his mind and executed the deed of gift 
of 1939 having acted in terms of the 
wakf for 25 years fi'om 1914. The High 
Comt held that the fact that the disputed 
property was not mutated in his name 
as mutawalli in the records of the Bhagal- 
pur Municipality was not relevant as he 
was the founder of the wakf and no 
transfer of physical possession was neces- 
sary. 

6. The High Court’s conclusions were: 
(1) that Tasaduk Hussain had created the 


the wakf in question in 1914 and he con- 
tinued to be the mutawalli of the same 
until his death. (2) the wakf was not se 
sham or illusory transaction. (3) It was 
not bad for uncertainty or vagueness. 
(4) It was not bad or void on account 
of reservation of some benefit in favour 
of himself and his wife. On this view 
the High Court held that the sale deeds 
in favour of the contesting respondents 
did not confer any title on them in res- 
pect of die disputed property and they 
were trespassers after 27th December, 
1949 thou^ they were tenants of some 
portion of the house before that date. 
Consequently they were hable to mesne 
profits as prayed for by the plaintiffs. 
The High Court allowed the prayer for 
declaration of title as against defendants 
4 to 81 and held that the plaintiffs are 
entitled to recover possession of the suit 
properties with mesne profits. 

7. Learned counsel appearing for the 
defendants-appellants urged four groimds 
before us. They were as follows: — 

1. The High Court had erred in granf- 
mg a decree for possession and mesne 
profits when these prayers had been 
abandoned in the trial court. 

2. The High Court should have held 
that Tasaduk Hussain had no intention 
to create a wakf inasmuch as the deed 
of wakf of 1914 was never acted upon. 

8. The deed of wakf was void for un- 
certainty inasmuch as there were at least 
two mosques in Mohalla Nathnagar and 
the deed of wakf did not specify which 
of the mosques the donor wanted to 
benefit. 

, 4. The suit should fail inasrriudh as tihe 
plaintiffs had not been in possession 
within 12 years of the date of the suit 
or their di^ossession. 

8. We propose to deal with tiie first 
of these points last. On the second point 
the law seems to be clear that a wakf inter 
wvos is completed by a mere declaration 
of endo\vment by the owner. According 
to Mulla’s Principles of Mahomedan Law, 
16th Edition, page 178, Article 186, .tliis 
view had been adopted by the High 
Courts of Calcutta, Rangoon, Patna, 
Lahore, Madras, Bombay, Oudh Chief 
Court and recently by tiie Allahabad 
Hifdi Court and the Nagpur High Court. 
Fiutber, the founder of a wakf may con- 
stitute himself the first mutawalli and 
when the foimder and the mutawalli are 
the same person, no transfer, of physical 
possession is necessary. Nor is it neces- 
sary that the property should be trans- 
ferred from the name of the donor as 
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owner into his name as mutawalli. An 
apparent transaction must be presumed 
to be real and the onus of proving the 
contrary is on the person alleMg that 
the wakf was not intended to be acted 
upon. 

9. It is also settled law that the set- 
tlor and those claiming under him are 
not precluded from showing that no wakf 
had been created and that the deed was 
not intended to operate as a wakf but 
was xUuso^ and fictitioas- This is a 
question or intention evidenced by facts 
and circumstances showing that it was 
not to be acted upon. For the puipcee 
of Such enquiry subsequent conduct, if 
•it is merely a continuation of conduct 
at die time of execution, is irrelevant 

10. On the question of intention, we 
see no reason to take a view different 
from that adopted by the High Coir^ 
spedally as the contesting respondents 
had faded to discharge the onus whi'Ji 
lay heavily on them to prove that Tasa- 
duk Huss^ did not intend to create a 
wakf in respect of the disputed property 
or that it was not acted upon. 

11. Counsel for the appellants relied 

on Wussalman Wakf Validating Act. 

and specially to Sections 3 and 10 
thereof and contended that the non-fur- 
nishing of particulars relating to the wakf 
in terms of Section 3 when it was alleged 
Aat account books were written in res- 
pect of the income from the mosque 
went to show that no wakf was re^y 
created inasmuch as failure to com- 
ply with Section 3 attracted the pena- 
lties prescribed in Section 10. liils con- 
tention had been rejected by the Hi^ 
Court which held that no account books 
were ever written. Reference may also 
be made in this connection to a state- 
ment of law in Kfulla’s treatise on hfaho- 
medan Law, 12th Edition, Page 17^ under 
Article 171A that die Act of 1923 did 
not apply to any wakf under which any 

P benefit was, for the time being, daim- 
ble by the svaldf or any of hij famQy 
escendants. 

12. On the third point onr attention 
Was drawn to the deed of wakf which 
merely mentions that Tasaduk Hussain 
had settled the whole and entire pro- 
perty to mosOTc and Kfadrasa at 
Mohalla Nathnagar* and the surplus of 
the usufruct thereof was to be spent ener 
the same. Jf the document bad stood 
by itself and If there were more than 
one mosque in Nathnagar there might be 
scope for contention that the donor hat! 


r.) A.LB. 

no particular mosque in mind when he 
created the wali. But the doubt, if anv, 
is resolved by the High Court relying on 
the document dated lOth December 1949 
executed by Tasaduk Hussain showiag 
that in the deed of 1914 the mosque 
referred to was “^arhi Masjid and Mad- 
rasa’. As the donor was the best per- 
son to know which mosque and Madmsa 
he had in mind and he had identiOed 
the same by the document of 1949 we 
see no reason to take a view different 
&t>m that of the High Court or hold’ 
the deed void for uncertainty. 

18. The fourth point has no substance 
inasmuch as Article 142 of the Limita- 
tion Act was not apph'cable to tiie facts 
of the case. The suit was filed in 19.’'5 
Within sw years after the death of Trsa- 
dui Hussain who died crJy a few months 
after the execution of the docmneots re- 
lied on by the appelku*!*, 

14. We however find that we must 

remand the matter for determination of 
lEfe first point raised by lie counsel for 
the appellants. The is^es settled by 
the Subordinate Judge on 80th Atgust, 
19CT at page 17 of the printed record 
hiclude issue 10, namely, Are the plain- 
tiff entitled to get a decre e for recu^iy 
of possession of the properties in the 
suitr and issue 12 reading “Are the 
plaintiffs entitled to get a decree for 
mesne profits and if so, to what extent?" 
Chm attention was drawn to the judg- 
ment of the Subortoate Judre at page 81 
of the printed record which shows that 
the learned Judge only considered nine 
frsues which do not mclude the above 
Issues 10 and 12. But it may be that In 
view of issue 8 as finally recast by the 
Jcsua«3 Jo hJs /udgsweuf 

and reading "Are the plaintiffs entitled 
to any detree as prayed for"? original 
issues 10 and 12 became superfluous. 
Besides, the learned Judge did not have 
to give any decision on issue 8 as he 
found that the wakf was not valid. In 
the- judgment of the High Court there 
Is DO i^ercnce to all mis and in the 
concluding paragraph it was recorded 
that in view of the finding that the sale 
deed in fa^pur of the contesting respon- 
dents did not confer any title on them 
they were trespassers after 27th Decem- 
ber, 1349 though they were tenants of 
some portions before that date. 

15. Befcrence was made to SeetJens 
11 and 18 of the BUia- Buildings (L^e, 
Rent and Eviction) Control Act, 39f7 
imder which a decree for odctlon coold 
only be passed at the relevant time by 
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the Controller appointed under the Act 
As the Court judgment is not expli- 
dt on this point, we tliink it only proper 
to remand the matter to the Hi^ Court 
for determination of issue 8 above with 
spedal reference to the prayer for evic- 
tion and mesne profits. Except as above, 
the appeal is dismissed and the judg- 
ment of the High Court upholding the 
validity of the wakf and its binding 
character is affirmed. The costs wm 
abide by the result of the decision of 
tbe Hi^ Court 

Appeal dismissed. 
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(From Allahabad)* 

S. M. SIKRI AND G. K MITTER, JJ. 

The Board of High School and Inter- 
mediate Education, U. P. and others, 
AppeRants v. Kumari Chittra Srivastava 
and others. Respondents. 

Civil Appeal No. 1191 of 1967, D/- 20- 
11-1969. 

Constitution of India, Article 226 — 
Quasi-judicial authority — - InfRction of 
penalty without issuing show cause notice 
— Violation of rules of natural justice — 
Intermediate Examination Board — Can- 
didate allowed to appear at examination 
in spite of shortage in lectures — Cim- 
ceUatioh of examination — Opportum'ty 
to show cause not given — • Order is viti- 
ated. 

Whether a duty arises in a particular 
case to issue a show cause notice before 
inflicting a penalty does not depend on 
the authority’s satisfaction that the person 
to be penalised has no defence but on 
the nature of tiie order proposed to be 
passed. (Para 8) 

Where the Board of Hi^ School and 
Intermediate examination nad cancelled 
the examination' of a Candidate who had 
been allowed to appear at the examina- 
tion and had actually answered ail tlie 
question papers, on the ground tiiat he 
had been admitted to the examination 
in spite of shortage in attendance at lec- 
tures, without giving any show cause 
notice to 'the candidate, 'the action of 
Board . is vitiated by ■violation of rules of 
natural justice. The Board in cancel- 
ling the examination was exercising quasi 
judicial functions and it was incumbent 

"(Special Appeal No. 592 of 1961, D/- 

23-5-1962~AU.) 
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upon it to issue a show-cause notice to 
the candidate before inflicting the penalty 
of cancellation. (The Supreme Court re- 
fused to decide the question whether 
Board had power to condone shortage 
in lectures.) (Para 9) 

Mr. C. B. Agarwala, Sem'or Counsel 
(Mr. O. P. Rana, Advocate with him), for 
Appellant. 

The following Judgment of the Cour€ 
was delivered by 

SnCRI, J.: This appeal by spedal leave 
is directed against the judgment of the 
Allahabad High Court whereby it allow- 
ed the writ petition filed by the respon.- 
dent, Kumari Chittra Srivastava, herein- 
after referred to as the petitioner, and 
quashed the impumed order but left it 
open to the Board of High School and 
Intermediate Education, hereinafter re- 
ferred to as the Board, to reconsider the 
case after giving the petitioner a chance 
to offer her explanation. 

2. The facts are not in dispute and 
the only question which arises is whe&er 
in the circumstances the petitioner was 
entitled to an opportunity to represent 
her case before Ae Board prior to the 
passing of the impugned order. 

8. The relevant facts in brief are 
these. The petitioner was in 1959-60 
session a student of Basant Girls Inter- 
mediate College, Varanasi. She appear- 
ed at the Intermediate examination in 

1960 but failed. She then joined the 
Government Inter College for Girls at 
Jaunpur. Her name was sent up for 
Intermediate examination to be held in 

1961 by the Principal. She appeared in 
the examination but her result was not 
declared by the Board. On May 24, 1901, 
the Board addressed a letter to the Prin- 
cipal making enquiries regarding the at- 
tendance of the petitioner. According to 
the regulations framed by the Board no 
candidate can be presented for the Inter- 
mediate examination unless he/she has 
attended during two academicd years 
75% of lectures mven in each subject in 
which the candidate is to be examined. 
In the case of a failed candidate, like 
the petitioner the percentage sh^ be 
calculated for one academical year, but 
Regulation 5 (xiii) enables the head of a 
recognized institution to condone the 
deficiency in certain cases. This regula- 
tion reads: 

"(xiiil The rule regarding minimum at- 
tendance shall be strictly enforced. The 
head of the recogm'sed institution may 
condone a deficiency in attendance of 
not more than: 


DN/DN/A69/70/KSB/A 



K^S.CL [fe* S-0] Board of H. S. & L U. P. V. Chittra (Sikri J) A.LB. 


(a) ten days in the case of a candidate 
for the School Esamination and 

(b) ten lecturers (induding periods of 
practicd worki if any) given in each sub- 

in the case of a candidate for the 
jiitennediate Eiaroinatiotu 
Ah cases in whldi this privilege is exep* 
cfsed be reported to the Director 
of Education as the fHi airman of tlto 

Board. 

In the cases of failed or detained candi- 
dates whose attendance of one year wiD 
be taken into account; the shortage to 
be condoned shall he reduced fa halt* 
The Principal received the letter when 
on vacation outside Jaunpur. The Princi- 
pal replied on June 14, 1961, saying that 
a proper reply to paragraphs 1 and 2 of 
the letter ndll be sent a!ter July 8, I96L 
She, however, stated: 

“When Chitra Srivastava absented 
herself for a pretty long period on ao* 
count of her iUness, the position was ex- 
pired to her, besides infonniog her 
guardian also who was even called to 
vie office and acquainted with the dr- 
curn stances. At that time, it was possible 
for her to make good this shortage by 
her regplar attendance. 

The teacher in Home Sdence took leave 
in February, 196L 

Chitra was short in attendance in other 
sobiects also, hut she made good die 
shortage by her regular attendance. When 
daring the days the classes were held, 
lectures in other subjects were held and 
the girl attended there, it was not con- 
siders proper to detain her from appear- 
ing at me examination on account of her 
absence foom lectures in a subject in 
which the required lectures were not 
held. 

I got tiie student admitted to tiie exa- 
mination as I was confident that the oBi- 
ceis of the Board will agree with my 
view.* 

4. The substance of the letter was 
foat the shortage in le ctur es was due to 
the lecturer taldng lem’e. 

5. The Board was, however, impatient. 
It is not dear whether this letter was 
received by the Board because no refer- 
ence to it is made in the letter dated 
Juty 6, 196L The Board wrote: 

"m continuation of this office letter 
No. E. L/017, dated 24* May, 1901 and 
telegram datM 24th May, 1961 I Bavo 
• the Honour to inform that you have not 
famished the desired information about 
foe student Em. Chitra Sriva^va, Boll 
No. 6(M52. From >-onr previous letter 
No. 14S/E dated 6fo hfay, 1961, it b 


learnt that foe admission of foe stadeot 
by yon to foe examination by condoning 
her absence from seven lectures on foe 
snbj'ect of Home Science was contrary to 
rules. Hence foe student’s Inter Erami- 
nation of 1961 is cancelled. Kindly cotn- 
municate this to foe student under inti- 
ination to this office.* 

6. The Prindpal replied on July 11, 
1961, giving details of the lectures at- 
tended ana requested foot foe order be 
cancelled and the severe punishment be 
not awarded to foe petitioner. 

7. On October 6, 1961, the petitioner 
filed a petition under Article 226 of foe 
Constitution challenging foe impugned 
order dated July 6, 1961, Mafour, J. dis- 
missed it summary. On appefo Sri- 
vaslava and Katju, JJ,, allowed foe peti- 
tion, as mentioned earlier. Thw were of 
foe view that foe Board, while cancel- 
ling foe examination, acted in a quasi- 
judicial capacity. The Board was “by 
cancelling foe examination inflicting a 
penalty* and if opportunity had been 
given to foe petitioner to present her 
case she mi^t have peiruaded foe Board 
not to cancel the examination. 

8. The learned counsel for foe appel- 
lant, Mr. C. B. Aggarwal, contends fo^ 
the facts are not m dispute end it is 
further dear that so useful purpose 
would have been served the Board had 
Served a show cause notice on foe peti- 
ttoer. He says that in view of foese 
drcumstances it was not necessary for 
the Board to hai’e issued a show cause 
fiotice. We are unable to accept this 
contention. Whether a duty arises in a 
particular case to issue a show cause 
notice before faflirfintr a penalty does 
not depend on the authority's satisfaction 
that the person to be penalised has no 
defence but on foe nahire of the order 
proposed to be passed. 

9. We agree with foe Hi^ Court that 
foe impugned order impost a penalty. 
The petitioner had appeared in foe exa- 
mination and answer^ all foe question 
papers. According to her she bad pass- 
ed. To deny her the fruits of her labour 
cannot but be called a penalty. We are 
Unable to appreciate foe contention that 
foe Board in ^cancelling her examination* 
was not exercising cuasi-judidal functions. 
The learned counsel urges that this woiJd 
be casting a heavy burden on foe Board. 
Principles of nati^ justice are to some 
minds burdensome but this price a small 
price indeed— has to be paid If we de- 
cire a society governed by foe rule of law. 
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We sLouId not be taken to bave decided 
tiiat this rule will also apply wben a 
candidate is refused admission to an exa- 
mination. We are not concerned with 
this question and say nothing about it 

10. The learned counsel invites us to 
hold that the decision of the Board was 
on the facts correct and that the Board 
had no power to condone the shortage 
of 2 lectures. But we decline to go into 
these questions. We are not sitting as 
a court of appeal and it is for the Board 
to decide after giving an opportunity to 
the petitioner and pass such orders as it 
thinks fit "^Vhether it has the power to 
condone the shortage of lectures is for 
ih at least in the fiirf instance, to decide. 

11. The learned counsel further invi- 
tes us to say that the possible courses 
which the petitioners counsel had out- 
lined before the High Court ^viU not be 
legal or justified. The petitioners coun- 
sel had pointed out that the Board could 
have been persuaded to adopt some of 
the following courses; 

"(1) To accept the explanation of the 
principal as valid. 

(2) To condone the shortage of two' 
lectures which the Principal could not 
condone. The question whether the 
Board had power to condone shortage 
was raised in the Board of High School 
and Intermediate Education Uttar Pra- 
desh AHahabad and others v. G. Vishwa- 
nath Nayar but was not decided and was 
left open. It is urged on behalf of the ap- 
pellant that the power to admit a candi- 
date to an examination vests in the Board. 
The Regulations only provide the extent 
to which shortage in attendance can be 
condoned by the heads of institutions. 
There is nothing in the Regulations to 
limit the power of the Board itself to 
admit a candidate to an examination af- 
ter condoning shortage which could not 
be condoned by the head of the institu- 
tion. 

(3) After noting that a technical breach 
of rales had been committed the Board 
or the Chairman may have decided not 
to take any action. 

(4) The Board may have framed a neW 
regulation with retrospective effect either 
permitting the head of the institution to 
condone a shortage in a case like that 
of the appellant or permitting the Board 
itself to make the necessary condonation 
in such cases, 

(5) The Board could have given an 
authoritative interpretation of the words 
“lectures given” in Clause (iii) of regu- 
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lation 5 ^ of chapter XH and decided 
whether “the tvords covered such cases 
where the students were present to at- 
tend the lecture but it could not be ar- 
ranged because of some unavoidable rea- 
son.” 

But, like the High Comt, we are not 
called upon to pronounce on their legality 
or appropriateness at this stage, 

12. In the result the appeal fails and 
is dismissed. As the petitioner (now res- 
pondent) is not represented there will be 
no order as to costs. 

Appeal dismissed. 


AIR 1970 SUPREME COURT 1041 
(V 57 C 222) 

(From Bombay; 38 Com Cas 701) 

J. M. SHELAT, V, BHARGAVA AND 
C. A. VAIDLALINGAM, JJ- 

M/s. J. K. (Bombay) Private Ltd., (In 
all the Appeals), Appellant v. M/s. New 
Kaiser-I-Hind Spinning and Weaving Co., 
Ltd., and others. Respondents. 

M/s. Juggilal Kamlapat Bankers, Kan- 
pur and others' (In C. A. No. 1899 of 
1968), Creditors. 

Civil Appeals Nos. 1399 to 1402 of 
1968, D/- 22-11-1968. 

(A) Companies Act (1956), Sections 391, 
892 — Scheme framed by Court for com- 
pany, to pay off creditors — Scheme to 
be interpreted in manner as businessmen 
would do — Group of share-holders imder- 
taMng to run business of company by 
financing — It cannot be made to provide 
finance from their own pockets — Work- 
ing of business found commercially un- 
profitable for reasons beyond control of 
these share-holders — Court can order 
winding up of company. 

Though a scheme prepared by a Com- 
pany to pay the creditors is not a mere 
agreement but has statutory force, it has 
to be construed as a commercial docu- 
ment that is, in the manner in which 
businessmen would read it. 

Where by a clause in the scheme the 
Jalans, a group of share-holders, who ag- 
reed to t^e over the management of the 
Company took the responsibility to pro- 
vide finance required for running the 
mills so that from out of their profits the 
obligation to pay the creditors could be 
met in the manner therein laid down; 

Held that the Jalans were to prorada 
finance either on the credit of the com- 

CN/DN/G185/68/RGD/A 
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pany or on the seoirity of its assets, or if 
necessary, their own monies for running 
the milk in the conunercial sense, Le., 
with a reasonable prospect of making 
profits. (Paras 23, 24) 

Read commercially the clause could 
not mean that the Jalans had taken upon 
themselves die liability to put in monies 
even if the Tnilk could not be run at rea- 
sonable profits. Considering the circum- 
stances which existed at the time it could 
not be said that the conclusion that there 
was no reasonable prospert to run the 
mill? at profit was not incoirecL (Para 29) 
It could not be contended that the 
Mills did not yield profits because the 
Jalans had parted with the processing 
unit which was most profit-maJang unit 
to the nominees of Jalans, and that the 
rent or compensation was a nominal one. 
It was unsafe from a few figures to jump 
to the conclusion that had the unit not 
been parted with the mills would have' 
made profit (Para 25) 

The Jalans could not be blamed, how- 
ever badly they might have behaved in 
other respects, tor the closure of the mills 
which was due to reasons beyond their 
control, viz., the price rise due to deva- 
luation which overtook them only two 
months after they restarted the mills, the 
impossibility of getting cotton at reason- 
able prices, and the imposition of the 
extra holiday which meant both loss of 
production and the burden of lay-off 
compensation. (Para 28) 

The company was commercially insol- 
vent when the scheme was sanctioned. It 
was concurred in by tiie Jalans in eipeo 
tation that the company could be resusci- 
tated and the mills worked at reasonable 
pruSt By ^ time vies! &e millr were 
closed and the company filed the wind- 
ing-up petition, it was commercially in- 
solvent in the sense that its assets and its 
existing liabilities were suci as to' make 
it reasonably certain tiiat existing and 
probable assets of the company would be 
insufficient to meet its liabilities. 

(Para SO) 

Under Section $92 of tiie Act the High 
Court which had sanctioned the scheme 
had the power to supervise the carrying 
out of it and to give directions in regard 
to any matter or to make modifications 
in it as it may consider necessary for its 
proper working. But if the Court is 
satisfied that the sdieme caimot be work- 
ed satisfactorily with or xvithout modifi- 
caliom, it can either suo motu or on an 
application by any person interested in 


Kaiser-I-Hind Sp. & Wvg. Co. A. LB. 
tiie company’s affairs order its winding 
up. If the milk could not be worked 
except at loss Ae company would be jus- 
tiiiea in ceasing to work them. If the 
mills had to be closed that would mean 
that the very object for which the com- 
pany existed ceased to exist In tlic ab- 
sence of any enquiry as to whether f3ie 
mills could oe worked at profit no court 
would compel a party (the Jalans) to fur- 
nish monies without even specifying how 
mudi and for how long he should pro- 
vide. If such a direction W'as not possible, 
no direction could also be given under 
Section 392 (1) to work the s^eme as its 
implementation depended on the mills 
working at profit The only course left to 
the Court was to i)Tonounce that in the 
circumstances then prevailing the scheme 
could not be satisfactorily worked and 
therefore a xvinding-up order under Sec- 
tion 892 (2) had become inevitable. 

(Paras 31, 82) 

(B) T. P. Act (1882), Sections 58, 100 
— hfortgflge and charge — Distinction 
Agreement to mortgage, is not mortgage!. 

The distinction between a charge and 
a mortgage is dear. While in the case of 
a diarge there is no transfer of property 
Or any interest therein, but only toe crea- 
tion of a right of payment out of the spe- 
cified property, a mortgage effectuates 
transfer of property or an interest there^ 
in. No particular form of words is neces- 
sary to create a charge and all that Is 
necessary is that there must be a dear 
intention to make e property security for 
payment of money in praesenti. In eaA 
case the auestion which the Court would 
have to aedde would be whether the 
agreement in question creates a charge in 
praesenti. AIR 1928 PC -80 & AIR 1922 
PC 107, Ref. (Para 33) 

Held on facts tiiat tiiere was intenb'oii 
to subj«5ct the company’s assets to a charge 
in praesenti. AH that the agreement pro- 
vided was to create a mortgage. The 
agreement amounted only to an agree- 
ment to mortgage which could give rise 
an obligation to specifically p erf o rm 
it, a personal obligation, but did not con- 
stitute either a mortgage under See. 58 
Or a charge under Section 100. AIR 1930 
PC 76, Ref. (Para ^ 

(C) Companies Act (1938), S. 391 
Scheme for pajment of creditor^ has sta- 
tutory force and is binding on creditors 
and share-holders — - So long as company 
is canying out the scheme, no winding op 
Order can be passed — S^eme does not 
create new debts. 
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A scheme sanctioixed by the Cotrrt: 
Hoes not operate as a mere agreement 
between the parties. It becomes binding 
on the company, the creditors and the 
share-holders and has statutory force. A 
scheme is statutorily binding even on cre- 
ditors and shareholders who dissented 
from or opposed to its being sanctioned. 
It has statutory force m that sense and 
therefore cannot be altered except with 
the sanction of the Court even if de 
share-holders and the creditors acquiesce 
in such alteration. The effect of the 
scheme is to supply fay recourse to the 
procedure dereby prescribed the absence 
of that individual agreement by every 
member of the class to be bound by the 
scheme which would otherwise be neces- 
sary to give it validity. The effect, there- 
fore, of a scheme between a company 
and its creditors is that so long as it is 
carried out by the company by regular 
payment in terms of the scheme a credi- 
tor who is bound by it cannot maintain 
a wmding-up petition. But if the com- 
pany commits a default, there is a debt 
presently due by the company and a peti- 
tion for winding-up can be sustained at 
the instance of a creditor. The scheme, 
however, does not have the effect of 
creating a new debt; it simply makes the 
original debt payable in the marmer and 
to the extent provided in the scheme. The 
proposition that a winding-up order can 
only be passed after compelling the com- 
pany to complete the ri^ts which are 
sJill incomplete is not correct (1938) 4 
AU ER 337 & (1937) 1 All ER 671 & 
AIR 1966 SC 1631 & AIR 1922 PC 269, 
Disting. . (Para 85) 

(D) Companies Act (1956), Section 891 
( — Sanctioned scheme does not become 
part of companies constitution. 

Sub-section (3) of Section 391 merely 
lays down a condition precedent to the 
coming in force of a scheme and does 
not deal with rights and obligations of 
parties under such a scheme. Sub-sections 
fs), (4), (5) do not mean that the scheme 
becomes part of the constitution of the 
company, A scheme, is not to be consi- 
dered for instance, as modif>Tng existing 
special rights attached to shares unless 
such modification is provided for the 
scheme. The contention, therefore that 
the scheme becomes pht of the com- 
pany’s constitution or of its memoran- 
dum, and therefore, winding-up order 
cannot be passed except in conformity 
widr the altered constitution of the com- 
pany, is not tenable. So long as the 


scheme is in operation and is binding 
on the company and its creditors, the 
rights and obh'gations of those on whom 
it is binding are imdoubtedly governed 
by its provisions. But once the scheme is 
cancelled under Section 892 (2) on the 
, ground that it caimot be satisfactorily 
worked and a winding-up order passed 
such an order is deemed to be for all 
purposes to be one made under Sec. 433. 
It is not as if because the scheme has 
been sanctioned under Section 891 that a 
winding-up order under Section 392 (2) 
cannot be made. (1940) 1 All ER 333, 
Ref. (Para 37) 

(E) Companies Act (1956), Sections 892;, 
528, 529 — Winding-up order — Effect 
— Properties of company to be applied 
in satisfaction of liabilities pari passu. 

The effect of a winding-up order is 
that except for certain preferential pay- 
ments provided in the Act the property 
of the company is to be apphed in satis- 
faction of its liabih'ti'es pari passu. Pari 
passu distribution is to be made in satis- 
faction of the liabilities as they exist at 
the commencement of the winding-up. 
On a winding-up order the undertalang 
and the assets of the company pass rmder 
the control of the h'quidator whose statu- 
tory dirty is to reah’se them and to pay 
from out of the sale-proceeds its credi- 
tors. Such creditors acquire on such 
order being passed the right to have the 
assets realise and distributed among 
them pari passu. No new rights can 
thereafter be created and no uncompleted 
rights can be completed, for, doing so 
would be contrary to the creditors’ right 
to have the proceeds of the assets distri- 
buted among them pari passu. 1914 AG 
Sll & AIR 1931 Bom 2 & (1903) 1 Ch 
914, Kef (Paras 88, 39) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 

(1966) AIR 1966 SC 1631 (V 53)= 

1964-2 SCR 145, Jang Singh V. 

Brij Lai 88 

(1940) 1940-1 AH ER 833, In re. 
Downing T. H. & Co. 37 

(1938) 1938-4 All ER 337= 82 SoL 
Jo, 1008, Premila Devi v. Peoples 
Bank of Northern India Ltd. So 

(1937) 1937-1 AR ER 671= 1937 Ch 
594, In re Gamer’s Motors Ltd. 85 

(1931) Am 1931 Bom 2 (V 18)- 
82 Bom LR 953, Tulsidas Jasraj 
V. Industrial Bank of Western India 88 
(1930) AIR 1930 PC 76 (V 17)= 

51 Cal LJ 581, Hukamchand v. 
Radhaltishen S4 
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(1928) AIR 1928 PC 80 (V 15)= 

55 Ind App 107, Jiwaa Lai Dzga 
V. Nflmani Chau^uri 
(1922) AIR 1922 PC 107 (V 9)=^ 

49 Ind App 153, KLajeb Soleh- 
man Quadir v. Salimuilali B3 

(1922) AIR 1922 PC 269 (V 9)= 

49 Ind App 351, Jai Beilam v, 

Kedar Nath B8 

(1914) 1914 AC 811= 83 LJPG 
230, Bank of Scotland v. Maaeod B3 
(1903) 1903-1 Ch 914= 72 LJ Ch 
. 458, In re An^o Oriental Carpet 
Maunfactoring Co. 83 

Mr. A- K. Sea, Sr. Advocate, (Miss 
Krishna Sen, Advocate and M/s. Ramesh- 
war Nath and Mahinder Narain, Advo- 
cates of M/s, Rajinder Narain and Co. 
vdth him), for Appellant (In all the A^ 
peab); M/s. S. J. Sorabjee, L M, Cha^ 
and K D. Mehta, Advocates, and M/s. 
Ravinder Narain, J. B. Dadachanji and 
O. C. Mathur, Advocates of M/s. J. B. 
Dadachanji and Co., for Respondent No. 
1 (In all the Ameals); M/s. F. S. Nari- 
man and L N. Shroff, Adrocates, for Res- 
pondents Nos. 2 and 3 (In G. A. No. 1399 
of 1968): Mr. A. B. Divan, Advocate and 
hl/s. Rmeshwar Nath Mahinder Naraicu 
Advocates of M/s. Rajinder Narain ana 
Go,, for Cr^tots Nos. 1 to 8 (la G. A# 
No. 1399 of 1968); Mr, C. K. Daphta^, 
Attorney-Ceneral-for-lndia, (hf/s. B^esn- 
war Nath and Mahinder Narain, Advo- 
cates of M/s. Rajinder Narain and Co., 
vrith him), for Creditors Nos. 9 and 10 
(In C. A. No. 1899 of I96S). 

The Judgment of the Court wsa deli- 
vered by 


SHELAT, J.}— These appeals, founded 
on a certificate, are directed against the 
order of the Hi^ Court of Bombay 
ordering the winding-up of Respondent 
No. 1 Company. 

2. Prior to Augi^ 1965, fte company 
was managed by Singhanias, (referred to 
hereinafter as die J. ^ group}, who hdd 
25,625 out of 43,000 equity shares of the 
company. By 19G5 the company was in 
a bad way, its liabilities ha\'ing exceeded 
its assets and was not in a posib'on to pay 
its unsecured creditors. On June 21, 196o 
one of its creditors. M/s. Indulal & Co., 
fil^ a petition for winding-up. On 
August ^ 1965 the Comt appointed a pn>- 
visional liquidator. On August 6, 1965 
the cotton textile mills of the ccumany 
stopped working and the pTmisional Dqui- 
dator took chaj^ tfaereoi. On August 
16, 1965 an agreement was made between 
the J. K. group and Nandlal Jalan and 


two others, (hereinafter referred to as the 
Jalans), under which the latter agreed to 
take over the company's management on 
terms and conditions tnerein set out. The 
agreement provided that the J. K. Group 
should sell to the Jalans at ns, 10/- per 
sh^ the said block of shares held by the 
fonner, that die J. K. Group thereafter 
should resign as directors and accept as 
directors the nominees of the Jalans, that 
the company should execute a second 
legal mortgage of its fixed and other as- 
sets in favour of the J. K. Group and cer- 
tain other unsecured creditors named in 
Sch. 3' to the agreement in consideration 
of whitdi those creditors agreed pot to 
r1a?m interest at more ^han 1/4 per cent 
and not to demand repayment of their 
debts except in the maimer set out in the 
agreement and Sdn 'CT thereto, and that 
the transactions therein contained should 
be completed within one month from the 
date when the said petition would be 
withdrawn. The agreemrat recorded 
that the debts due to Sch. 3’ creditors 
amounted to Rs. 4828 lacs. Sch. ‘C to 
the agreement contained the terms to be 
induded in second mortgage to be exe- 
cuted by the company. Term 3 provid- 
ed that the said Rs. 4828 lacs were to 
be repaid two years after the date of the 
said mortgage by annual instalments of 
an amount equal to 50 per cent of the 
nrofits made by the company or Rs. 650 
lacs whichever was lower, provided, how- 
ever, that in any event the whole debt 
should be paid oS by June SO, 1950. 
Term 4 (a) provided tnat in the event of 
file assets secured under the second 
moitoage being damaged or impair^ or 
the first mortgagees forcing their secu- 
rity or the company being wound up, the 
entire debt due under the second mort- 
gage would immediately become due. 
Term 4 (d) contemplated the company 
oblmning loans from certain finandaJ in- 
stitob’ons fnduding the Central and the 
Stale Governments and securing them by 
a prior charge over its fired assets ana 
therefore provided that in such an ei’ent 
“security of the second mortgagees for 
the fixed assets shall be subject to" such 
first or prior charge. Term 4 (e) like- 
wise permitted the company to obtain 
loans from any person, fiiin or company 
on a first or prior charge ca'cr ib liquid 
assefa so that the security of the second 
inoitgagees over the liquid asseb “shall 
be subject to the first or prior charge in 
favour of such lender^, ^ere was already 
a first mortgage in favour of the Punjab 
National B:^ Ltd., (hereinafter referred 
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made by it to the company. 

3 The effect o£ the said agreement 
was' twofold: (1) tiiat the Jalms by pur- 
chasing the said shares could take over 
the company’s management and (2) on 
the second mortgage bemg executed 
Sch *B’ creditors, who, in respect ot me 
debts due to them, were unsecured cxe- 
ditors, would take precedence over me 
other tmsecmred creditors by becommg 
secured creditors. No doubts they 
to accept 1/4 per cent mterert to 
postpone the date of payment of their 
Sebte, nonetheless, in the event of 
company being woimd up the entire debt 
due to them would become immediately 
payable and they would have pnonty 
over the rest of the unsecured creditors. 


jaians giving uitm jjciauucu. guarantee. 
This agreement rmder which the company 
agreed to hypothecate aU its movable as- 
sets together with Term 4 (d) and (e) of 
Sch. ‘C’ to the agreement of August 16, 
1965 shows that it was understood be- 
tween the parties that the Jaians were en- 
titled to procure finance on the security 
of the company’s assets, both fixed and 
moveable, and that such security would 
take priority over the second mortgage to 
be executed in favour of the J. K. Group 
and other Sch. “B’ creditors. 

6. By his order dated February 17, 
1966, Mody, J., gave his sanction to the 
said scheme making therein two signifi- 
cant observations: (1) that all the concern- 
ed parties realised that the company at 
that stage was commercially insolvent, 

^ //nV •! _ »_ aT_ — mT. m r 


v,rv... ie rest of the unsecured creditors. though he appreciated the ob- 

4 On October 18, 1965, an agreement jgction of some of the opposing creditors 
was made between company, the Jaians jaians imder the scheme gave no 

and the workers’ union, which inter aha personal guarantee^ for payments proyid- 


and the worKers umui,, 
provided that the new management would 
employ 2700 out of the total 4200 wor- 
kers and pay to the rest retrenchment 
compensation. 

5. Agreements with the largest 
of unsecured creditors on the one hand 
and the workers on the other havmg been 
Sis secured, the company took out on 
October 19, 1965 a s^ons /ubm^ 
n scheme for the sanction of the Hi^ 
Court It would seem that though the 
other creditors of the comply were 
W to accord their consent to the said 
Seme, the Bank was not, unless rivo 
S medit accounts under which the 
Smpany owed to it Rs. 19 la« were paid 
S term loan of Rs. 26^ lacs secur- 
ed by a first mortgage of f 
fivpd assets was reduced by xiS. o lacs. 
To remove the Banlcs objection the 
iad Serefore, to rfke 
financial arrangement. On Febm^ , 
1966 an agreement between the om 

/ .oi 1^.- ^ 



the Talans ana ousnn 

a comnanv under the control or me j pany agreeu. lu gv,.. - 

was made whereunder Sushil Company ^ ,^th which . were 

rieed to pay off the said cash credit _a^ Sedged and hand them over to tbis 
cS Ld^dso to pay 5 lacs agamst 90 days from the date of the 

the said term loan, in aU Rs. 23 la^ O sanctioning the scheme, 

so doing the Bank w^ to ^ * (b) J. K. concerns and others to whom 

sets tomothecated ^th it anci the wm 1 1 J j ^ ^j^g .^,;,ljo were 

p£y was to hypotteoalo SSoSd in Set. Wto te aW™'* 

kvciur of Sushil Company. Sushil Com . . . -.o m uro- 


tuat tne jaiaiis ixliuci luo 
personal guarantee for payments provid- 
ed thereunder to the unsecured creditors 
or for providing adequate finance for the 
working of the mills, he was giving his 
sanction as the majority of the unsecured 
creditors were anxious that the company 
should be allowed to work under the 
scheme. 

7. The preamble of the scheme ex- 
pressly recites Ibat it was for the pay- 
ment of the secured and unsecured cre- 
ditors”. aause (1) sete out hat he se- 
cured creditors were he Bank and M/s. 
R. Rattilal & Co., whose advances to he 
company were secured by hyp^ecahon 
and mortgage in favour of the Bank and 
bv a pledge of cotton in favour oi K. 
Rattilal & Co. Clause (2) states that 
he unsecured debts of he company 
amounting to Rs. 101.39 lacs were due to 
four categories of creditors: 

(a) J? W for 

of Bengal Assam investors. The com- 
pany agreed to get hese shares released 


&o7Si;shfi;Conipany. Su^ SSer:&i io/ 1965 Qause (2) pro- 
pany also agreed to finfice he comP^Y ^ his amount 
fo he extent of Rs._ 40 lacs mhidmg die wd ^ ^ 


fn the extent ot ivs. ■su 
&d Rs. 23 lacs on he company hypoh^ 

So^e^’Setst'lto ^^our? mid he 


vided mat mis was to be secur- 

ed by a second mortgage of he ;om- 
pany’s assets in consideradon whereof 
the creditors would accept payment m 
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the manner provided by the agreement 
dated August 16, 1965, annered as Ex. A 
to the scheme. Sub-clause (3) of clause (2) 
provided that if the Controller of Capital 
Issue gave his sanction the second mort- 
gage should be in the form of a deben- 
ture trust deed and the company should 
issue debentures of the said amount of 
Bs. 48.13 lacs of Tis. 100 each to ^ese 
creditors ranking pari passu. 

9. Category 2: creditors were the 
Bombay Municipal Corporation, the Col- 
lector of Sales Tax, the Commissioner of 
Income Tax, the Bombay Port Trust, die 
Collector of Bombay, the Life Insu^ce 
Corporation, the Employees’ State Insu- 
rance Corporation, the workers, their co- 
operative society, and lastly the Xata 
Power Company Ltd, These were to be 
paid off within the time specified against 
their names. 

10. Category S: creditors were 15 in 
number and were the suppliers of cotton 
and to whom Rs. 6.S4 lacs were due. 
These were to be paid off in certain fns- 
bdmeots, the first instalment being 37%' 
of the debt, payable within 90 days from 
the <^te of sanctioning of the scheme. 

IL Category 4: erediton whose claims 
were Rs, 1000/- or less were to be paid 
off within 90 days after the sanction of 
the scheme. Creditors whose claims 
were above Rs. 1000/-, the total of whose 
debb amounted to Rs. 33.70 lacs, were 
to be paid off by 8 equal annual instal- 
ments, the first instalment being 12Vt% 
payable within 90 days from the sano- 
tiooing of the scheme. 

12. Qause (3) of die scheme referred 
to the said agreraent dated October 18, 
1965. I-astly, clause (4) provided that the 
Jalans provide me necessary finance 
required for nmning the milb“. Except 
for clause (4), the scheme thus represent- 
ed an arrangement between the company 
and the creditors for repayment of debb 
due to the creditors. The Jalans were 
not parties to the scheme for at the date 
when it was sanctioned they were not 
either the shareholders or the directors 
though they appeared before Mody, J., 
and gave their concurrence. 

13. The scheme having been sanction- 
ed, the svinding-up petition was wilh- 
d^a^vn, the provisional liquidator was dis- 
charge and all the assets taken charge 
of by him were handed over to the com- 
pany. On February 22, 296G the nomi- 
nees of the Jalans were appointed direc- 
tors and two days later the directors from 
the J. £1 Croup, except Copal Etishna 


Sin^ania, resigned. From and after th^ 
dale the Jalans, according to the said 
agreement of August 16, 1965 took over 
the management of the company. 

14. The scheme envisaged the re- 
starting of the mills which had been 
closed from August 0, 19^, the repay- 
ment to categories II, III and IV of the 
unsecured creditors, in some cases in full 
and in the rest by instalments, the execu- 
tion of the second mortgage by the com- 
pany in favour of category 1 (b) creators 
or issuing of debentures in their favour 
to secure repayment of Rs. 48.13 lacs 
from out of the profits which may be 
made by the company by working the 
said mills and the handing over of the 
said investment shares to J. K. (Bombay) 
(P) Ltd- There can be no diroule that 

scheme assumed that the mills would 
be worked and that from the profits 
which may accrue the J. K. concerns and 
other CTfeditois of category 1 (b) would 
be paid off by 1980 ana in the meantime 
the debts due to them would be secured 
by a debenture trust deed or a second 
mortgage. This naturally meant that 
finance to work the mills had to be pro- 
cured and that was why clause (^ provid- 
ed that the Jalans would provide tiie re- 
qufrite finance. 

15. There is reason to believe, and it 
so appears from the record also, that in 
the early stages at any rate, there was a 
genuine desire on the part of the jalans 
to implement the scheme. In March 
1966, the company’s solicitors were in- 
structed to prepare a draft debenhiis 
trust deed, n^'ch, after it was ready, was 
sent to the Slnghanias for approval. Like- 
wise, the mills were restarts on April L 
1966, after spending, it was said, Rs. 5 
lacs for setting the machinery into work- 
ing order. May 17, 1066 was under the 
sdieme the due date for payment in full 
to category II creditors and for payment 
of the first instalment to categories JU 
and IV (a) and (b) creditors. It is un- 
disputed that the company made these 

E aymenls. \Vbat remaine<L therefore, to 
e implemented were the following; (i) 
tiie execution of second mortgage or the 
debenture trust deed, (il) the transfer of 
the said investment shares and (iii) pro- 
viding finance for working the mills. 

16, Regarding the second mortgage, 
it appears that after the draft was sent 
for Singhanias’ approval a dispute arose 
between the parties regarding interest 
payable on Rs. 48.13 lacs due to the 
Sen. *3’ creditors, the Singhanias claim- 
ing the original Interest ciargeable on 
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advamceo made by tom f f|irto“p^oTrf‘a^S°agem^ 
tion of 1/4% only We may motion that in the order made 

Jalans appl^S *a,t mter J: (g^ the by the Company Judge in the su^oM 
was pay^le JJem and £qt directions taken out later ^ by the 

date of the ^Sreement b controversy. Appellants he held that the affidavit of 

the J. K. group. Ser ^ ^enka in which these aUegations were 

the company apphed on ^ as not in conformity \vith Order 

1966 to the.ContoUer «£ ^ap^ XK, ^ 3 of the Code of Civil Proce- 

fnr ^nncHoiiiDS the debentiure tnist de^ .axa^ ^ .-i Tinf 

ior saiicuoi^& ication 


ira^eS’S Sig -th the apphc^ 
the company had to send a treasi^ 
otyalgn for Bs. 50/-, that thou^ a chalan 
was despatched it -was 

head, S therefore, the ^ 

the company to replace it by a prop« 

This the company did not do a^ 
die application remained unattended 
In the meantime, the Sin^>am^ wrote to 
the company inquiring about 
of the company’s apphcabon and 
■in 5 ? the company to send a copy of the 
nnnlication and the order made thereon. 
coSg to know that the sanction of 
ControUer could not be issued be- 
cause of the technical defert m t^ ^a- 
^SiS sent Rs. 50/- to the Controllers 

^ce ^king him ^ 

That, of course, could not be done as me 

Sin^anias had no locus ston ™ TOith Husnu w wiuv.ai uut. j. ..»• --j^ 

matter of the said the person were parties, tmder which Suslln Co. gave 

application had to be “ade y P - j ^ totalling Rs. 43 lac^duding Rs. 23 
d^iiing to issue debentoes T_^paid to lie Bank. This arrangement 

^d be given to such apphcant oidy. Izcs P^o ™ ^ ^tfgs .^g^e im- 

7i was gomg on 


XlA, lime o or me v^uc ux 
dure, and diat therefore, they could not 
be taken notice of, that assuming th^ 
these allegations were true, the said 
alleged acts were of cer^_ individuals, 
that the Company’s obligation was not 
affected thereby and that the proper re- 
medy was to take proceedings against 
those individuals. 

17. As regards the said investment 
shar«, the company got those shares re- 
leased and handed them oyer to J. 
(Bombay) (P) Ltd. but Med to hM 
over the transfer deeds therefor. There 
can, therefore, be no doubt that the co^ 
pany failed to implement this part of its 
obligation. 

18. As regards the implementation of 
clause (4) of the scheme, the Jalans, as 
aforesaid, entered into an mr^gemeirt 
with Sushd Co., to wffich J. ^ Group 


rvrmlH he ffiven xo ; - - 

•While this correspondence was gmng ^ 

the ControUer enquired of ^ 

.given ^ 

^ tot to only llnng wtoh 
■nained to be aone « f “« ’V” 


lacs paid to me nauK. xui* 
was evidently made as monies were im- 
mediately required to P^y 1°*® banl^ 
without which the Banks objec^on to toe 
scheme could not be removed and also 
because it would not presumably haw 
been possible to have 
with the Bank. After the mitial difficul- 
ties with the Bank were thus got over, 
fresh negotiations were started ^vlto toe 


mailed to be done f fg^eVy r^a- Bank 'ai'3' an 'arrangement was ma^ 

eontp^y wbA .|.adno^ bo nnd wlcronndor to .Bwjk ^ “ 

son or tUC atyxi ^_rinnv could 


cnn of the said aerect m , , 

^ndSS'^of fhis^MjS, however, d^ 
lot factuaUy support ^be contrabon ^e 

ControUer did not ,i3tteu 

cation as the company iteeU had ^y^en 
to keen the matter m abeyance, ine 
£ Sver, no doubt that the company 
Si so dcsin^d, co^d i-o obdnnrf 


whereunder me uaiiK 
Rs. 50 lacs provided the Central and the 
State Governments gave their guarantees 
therefor. Both the Governments were 
prepared to furnish their guarantees ra 
a 50-50 basis for an advance of Rs. ^ 
lacs by the Bank against a pledge of 
stocks, stores etc. and a second ch^ge 
on toe Compaq’s fixed assete i^uch 
charge under Term 4 (b) of ScK CT of 
to^greement of August 16, 19&n would 
• ♦ilo cnmrif^ mortcnffO 


is, however, bo uuuuu the agreement or av, 

3 it had so desired, coidd hav'e ob^ed me ^ priority over the second mart gage 

toe sanction and proceed^ 'rdc-d But to favour of Sch. T’ creditors Tl’® St^ 
cution of toe debentore tmst deed Rut g agreed to issue a 

it asked toe ControUer to keep matter j^^tcr of intent pending comply 

in abeyance as toe Jalans, ^btl j guarantee documents guarantxO- 

aUeged that thou^ Bs 48.13 bon or ^ g£ 

££ w5e staM to the scheme 1 ° be due m-, to rc^y the Bank advan^ 

w ed J<s. 25 to paxt o£ to to 
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of Ks. 50 lacs. With regard to the te- 
zaaining Ks. 25 Jacs, the Central Govern- 
ment was not prepare^ as tfie State 
Government did, to give its guarantee 
until the documents were completed. On 
November 17, 1968, the Bank gave its 
consent to the company creating a second 
charge in favour of the two Governments 
on its fixed asseb which were subject to 
a first mortgage in its favour, “niou^ 
the Bank was agreeable to fadlitate 
said transaction, the J. K. Group were 
not By his letter Gated July 7, 19^, 
Singhania contended that such a charge 
in favour of the two Governments which 
would have priority over the proposed 
second mortgage could only be in favour 
of financial institutions mentioned in the 
said Term 4 (d) advancing the said loan 
and not the two Governments who were 
giving only their guarantee, and there- 
fore, the company could grant to the said 
Governments only a third and not a 
second charge. Strictly speaking the com- 
pany could mve such a prior diarge to 
the Bank and not to the two Govern- 
ments. But the obj'eetion was technical 
and was raised for creating an obstacle 
in the way of the company getting the 
said advance from the Bank, It really 
made no difference to die credltOR whe> 
flier the prior charge was given in favour 
of flie Bank or me two Governments. 
The result was fliat the Central Govern- 
ment declined to give its guarantee and 
flie farther advanoe of Ks. 25 lacs be- 
came unavafiable. Even the provisional 
guarantee given by the State Goverm* 
ment for a year in the first instance ex- 
pired i^uly, 1967. 

19. The position which ulttmatdv 
emerged was that the company got ad- 
■vanees o£ Rs. 45i lacs from SoshiL Co. of 
which Ks, 23 lacs were paid to the Bank. 
Ks. 20 lacs, however, remained wifli the 
company presumably for meeting Im- 
mediate payments under the scheme, the 
expenses ne^ed to restart the mills and 
for other urgent purposes. The company 
obtained from the Bank an advance of 
Ks. 25 lacs on the provisional guarantee of 
the State Government and subsequently 
a further advance of Bs. 20 lacs on i! 
further charge over its fixed assets. It 
was contended that thou^ the company 
ohtauied Ks. 43 lacs from the Bank, nono 
of it except Ks. 2 lacs remained with it 
for working the Mills as out of Ks. 45 lacs 
Ks. lacs were paid to Sushil Co. against 
the loans given by that Company. That 
no doubt, is true, but as a re^t of these 
transactions 20 lacs out of Ks. 43 


I ans advanced by Sushil Cd., still re- 
mained with the ccanpany, Ks, 23 lacs 
only having been used to pay off the 
said cash credit accounts and in xedue- 
ing the said term loan by Ks. 5 lacs. It 
appears from the record mat at this stage 
the new directors had before them two 
alternatives: (1) to continue its liability 
to Sushil Co. in respect of Ks. 43 lacs 
or (2) to procure 6om the Bank a loan of 
Ks. OT lacs on the guarantee of the two 
Governments. TTjey obviously could not 
do both, continue the loan from Sushil 
Co. and to obtam the advances from the 
Bank as well, because the two Govern- 
ments were prepared to furnish their 
guarantee only on the company hypothe- 
cating all its movable assets in their 
favour and giving a second charge on its 
fixed assets. Since the moveable assets 
were already pledged with Sushil Co., 
tmless they were rdeased from that com- 
pany and pledged with the two Govern- 
ments, no guarantee would be forthcom- 
ing from them. Sushil Co,, therefore, had 
to be paid off and the assets pledged 
with it released, unless of course that 
company was prepared to let go its right 
tmder the said agreement to have move- 
able assets of the company hypothecated 
in its favour. In these cdrcmnstonces it 
is difficult to say that the new manage- 
ment did anything palpably wrong in pay- 
ing off Sushil Compaq particululy os 
there was every lixeliho^ of the com- 
pany obtaining Ks. 50 lacs from the Bank 
on the guarantee of the said two Govern- 
ments. There is at the same time nd 
doubt that no further finance was provid- 
ed by the Jalans over and above these 
transactions. 

20. ^ The learnt Company Judge took 
tiie view that under clause (4) of the 
scheme the Jalans were bound not only 
to procure but to personally bring in the 
finmce sufficient to work the mills, that 
by paying off Sushil Co., and not bring- 
ing in further finance thw starved the 
mills of finance and therefore could not 
be beard to say that the s<ieme had be- 
come unworkable. Holdfog that the 
sdieme was worl^le be directed the 
Jalans to proride the necessary finance 
whldi meant that they must bring in their 
own finance in addition to any finance 
which they may or may not procure from 
elsewhere. He also directed the com- 
pany to obtain sanction from the Control- 
ler of Capital Issues and to execute the 
debenture trust deed within three weeks, 
frj accordance with this view he d&miss- 
ed the winding up petitions filed by the 
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company and others. In the. appeals 
against these orders the Appeal Court 
held that as Singhania himself had admit- 
ted in his affidavit that the company was 
commercially insolvent at the date when 
the scheme was approved and that &e 
scheme could not be worked unless the 
Jalans provided the necessary finance 
there was nothing more to decide except 
as to wheflier the Jalans had undertaken 
an obligation to provide finance. The 
Appeal Court answered that question 
holding that “there was no binding obli- 
gation or duty undertaken by the Jalans 
to pay an\1hhag to the company or to 
compulsorily provide finance”, that the 
company had oecome commercially insol- 
vent, that no reasonable or prudent per- 
son would invest any of his monies in 
the company, that its capital and reserves 
had been wiped out, that its substratum 
had disappeared inasmuch as its business 
of manrifacturing cotton doth could no 
longer be carried on with profit, and last- 
ly, that therefore the scheme which was 
on the assumption that the mills could 
work and the company’s debts would be 
paid from out of the profits could not be 
implemented. The .^peal Court was 
also of the view that the Company Judge 
was in error in giving the said directions 
and in dismissing the petitions for wind- 
ing-up. Acxjordingly, it allowed the ap- 
peals and ordered winding-up. In doing 
so it rejected the contention that Sch. 
“B* creditors had under the scheme al- 
ready become secured creditors and had 
priority over the other unseciured credi- 
tors, or that in the alternative, die Courii 
should order winding-up only after direct- 
ing the company to execute a second 
mortgage in their favour and thus im- 
plement the scheme which the company 
and the Jalans were bound to do. It 
also held that even assuming that the 
Jalans had brought about an impasse 
due to which the mills could not be run 
widi any prospect of profits, their mala 
fides were not relevant once the Court 
came to the conclusion that the company 
had become commercially insolvent 

21. Mr. Sen, as also the learned At- 
torney-General, principally relied on two 
facts in support of their stand that ffie 
Appeal Court was in error in setting aside 
the Sections given by the Company 
Judge and in ordering instead winding-im 
of me company. These were (1) the fail- 
ure of the Jalans to provide finance which 
would include their bringing in their own 
monies, and (2) giving away the process- 


ing unit of the mills which was the most 
profit yielding part of the mills for a 
nominal value to Jhunjhunwalas, the 
nominees of the Jal^. Mr. Sen com- 
mended the following propositions for 
our acceptance: (1) that toe scheme when 
sanctioned by the Court became a statu- 
tory bargain and part of the company’s 
constitution, and therefore, all further ar- 
rangements of the company’s affairs had 
to be on the basis of the rights and obli- 
gations thereimder; (2) that if the com- 
pany were to be wound up, such winding- 
up can only be ordered after compelling 
it to carry out those obligations and it 
woffid be opposed to equity and public 
policy to allow the company to escape its 
obligations by ordering it to be wound 
up; (S) that even if the scheme could be 
ignored by directing widing-up it could 
only be done by putting toe parties in 
toe position they were prior to toe 
scheme, and (4) that toe winding-up of 
toe company being at toe instance of toe 
Jalans who had failed to carry out their 
obligation to find the finance, acceding to 
their prayer for winding-up was tanta- 
mount to acceding to their default. He 
firstly argued that no winding-up order 
should at all have been passed and the 
scheme ou^t to have been ordered to be 
implemented as toe Company Judge did, 
and secondly, in toe alternative, that even 
if the company were to be wound up, it 
should be so done subject to the imple- 
mentation of toe rights and obh'gations of 
the parties. The learned Attorney-Gene- 
ral adopted these contentions and in ad- 
dition urged that Sch. *5’ creditors were 
entitled to a charge on toe company’s 
assets not merely on toe said second 
mortgage being e-xecuted, but irrespec- 
tive of it and in praesenti under the 
scbeme and the said agreement of August 
16, 1965. 

22. As regards financing toe company, 
toe contention was that under clause (4) 
of toe scheme toe Jalans were bound to 
bring in their ovm monies required for 
worldng toe mills and that they could 
not contend that because tiiey could not 
procure finance on the credit of or on 
the security of toe assets of the com- 
pany, toeir obligation was over. The 
Company Judge agreed xvitli this riew, 
but toe Appeffi Court, as aforesaid, took 
a different view and held toat under 
clause (4) it was not as if toe Jalans were 
bound to provide finance in all circum- 
stances or were bound to bring in toeir 
own monies. In otir view both the Com- 
pany Judge and the Appeal Comt took 



1050 S.C. 

extreme views of clause (4). 
from the sanctioning order of J3 


A.LR. 


J. E. (Bom) P. Ltd. v. New ^iSer-I-Hind Sp. & Wvg. Co. 

the security of Its 


irom uiB j"-— — — •>* -j 

that the company at that stage was, and 
that fact was well known to all conwrn- 
ed, commercially insolvent A wintog- 
uo petition was at that 5^?®® pending 
before the High Court. There were, 
therefore, two alternatives before the 
creditors, either to take the company in 
liquidation, in whidi event the creditors 
Idew, as Mody, J., has , observed, that 
they could not be paid their dues, or to 
restart the company under sn 
ment whereunder it would work the nulls 
and pay the debts gradually from out of 
the profits, such dAts in the mean^e 
being secured by a second mortgage. The 
basis of the scheme, therefor, was that a 
new management would replace the old, 
the mills would be restarted and the 
secured creditors would be paid gradu- 
ally from the profits. Every one indud- 
inc the Talans must have realised that 
” .IT- ij U.. onrt nm. 


the mills could not be restarted and pro- 
finance for 


company or on 

assets, or if necessary, their own monies 
for running the mills in the commercial 
sense, i. e. with a reasonable prospect of 
making profits and not in all events and 
in all circumstances as the Company 
Judge appears to have thought, even if 
there was no prospect of running them^ at 
reasonable profit. Such a constnictiOT 
would be contrary to the fact that the 
creditors including the workers and those 
who had supplied stores and other 
materials knew that there was hardly any 
<^ance of their being paid, and Aerefore, 
with few exceptions, were anxious that 
instead of taking the company into liqu^ 
dation the mills should be restarted and 
their dues paid bit by bit. Thus, the 
assumption on which the scheme was 
made was that there was a possibility of 
running the mills successfully and that 
the creditors would be paid gradually out 
of the profits which the mills would 

24. In the events that have ^happened 




no ‘ desS; work armiiu 

which was framed and sancnotieo toiq b , rtneej 


Srco^Srrre“^.MonsIbm.y 


of bringing finance on the Jalans, 


23. It is true, as argued by Mr. Nari- 
man, diat the scheme was essentially an 
arrangement between Ae company and 
its creators and that the Jmans did 
give any personal undertaldng to tbe 
Court. Nevertheless, _ it _was sectioned 


at any rate 
financing tbe mills. 


arrangements tor 

^ This can be seen 

from the arrangement made with Sushil 
Co., their bringing the mills machinery 
in xrertog order after the mills had rts 
mained closed for nearly 8 months and 
their arrangement with the Bank and the 
two Governments for a loan of Bs. 50 
lacs. It is true, as pointed out by Mr. 


L .i:* the TaHns had con- lacs. It is true, as pointed out dy Mr. 

by the Court sd J throurfi Sen that out of Bs. 45 lacs received from 

would nrovide ^ *h® utilised for 

pyicE cll Scshil Co. Iccvics only 2 
daS^) fa of wide import wfch would lacs therefrom as workmg rapilal Bah 
that thev would arrause (or the as alrea,dy_ stated, they _had_ to__have_ the 


Onaice. either on the credit of aod secu; assets plidged with SusM & Co. releas- 


finance, ei^er ot company or if ed in order to procure the guarantee of 

SSesfai? by brin'ging in 5ie ^monies the tsvo Governments on which alone the 
themselve’s. In view of fte lanimage of 


Cl (4) we cannot agree with Mr. Nariman 
that tbe clause meant only finance secur- 
ed on the assets of the company. At the 
same time e\’en though the scheme is not 
a mere agreement but has statutory foiw. 
it has to be construed as a commerem 
document that is. to the rnanuCT m which 
businessmen would read it. There ^ 
be no doubt that the Talans took the les- 
nonsibilily to provide finance requued for 
Sunning the tnOIs so that (ram out of 


S?"r profit, the ohiigalto te pay the 
creditors under clause 2 (U) of fte sch^o 


Bank was prepared to advance the new 
loan of Bs. SOTacs. The hvo Govern- 
ments on their part were prepared to 
stand a guarantee only if the company 
gave them a second charge on its fixed as- 
sets pledged and a hypothecation of all its 
movable assets. That could only be done 
by paying off Sushil & Co. and having 
the assets with it released. Whether what 
fiiey did in these dreumstanees was right 
or wrong, the fact remains that had the 
deal Nvith the Bank and the two Gwern- 
ments gone through, there would have 
been a further sum of Bs. 25 lacs over 
and above Bs. 20 lacs left from the loon 


CTeciirors unuci — v— / — — , , 

'’'•Sere*?oi^°fte”’jJiins'wSe to by Sushil tc Co. availablo as "•?('*« 
^de ftamco eilher oi the credit of oapilaL Besides reslartmg the mills. It 
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is imdispTited that tiie company, as pro- 
vided by the scheme, paid oflF small 
creditors and also paid the first instalment 
due to creditors or categories m and IV 
(a) and (b). It is, therefore, impossible 
to say that the Jalans did not make efforts 
to work the iniUs or to implement the 
Scheme. There is evidence on record, 
though the figures given by the Jalans 
are not admitted by the appellants, that 
though the working of the mills was at a 
loss it was continued upto Jime 1967. 

25. But the contention was that the 
mills did not yield profits because of the 
Jalans having parted with the processing 
unit to Jhimjhimwalas. The allegation 
was that the company should have work- 
ed this unit as it was the most profit- 
yielding department, that Jhimjhimwalas 
were the nominees of Jalans, and that the 
rent or compensation, as the case may be, 
was a nominal one. The Company Judge 
directed termination of the agreement as 
he thought that if that unit had not 
been parted ■with at a nominal considera- 
tion it was possible to run the mills at 
profit and to implement the scheme. The 
Appeal Coiurt rightly disagreed with the 
premises on which the said conclusion 
was arrived at. There could be no valid 
objection to the company entering into 
a lease or a licence agreement, for Sin- 
^ania himself had in September 1965 
asked permission from the Textile Com- 
missioner to separate this unit and either 
to sell or lease it and the Textile Com- 
missioner had assured him to consider the 
proposal favourably.' The argument, 
nonetheless, was that in 1964-65 the com- 
pany had earned Rs. 17.12 lacs from pro- 
cessing work of outsiders after process- 
ing its oivn goods, that after entering 
into said agreement the company had in 
1966-67 paid Rs. 2L77 lacs for process- 
ing its own gooi and in the bargain got 
omy Rs. 50,000 a month. On these 
figures it was urged that whereas the com- 
pany earned a profit of Rs. 17 lacs in 
1964-65, it incurred a loss of a like amount 
in 1966-67 as a result of the aforesaid 
bargain. On these figures only the Com- 
pany Judge directed the company to ter- 
minate the said agreement The figures 
were, however, misleading because 
Rs. 17.12 lacs were the gross receipts and 
not net profits. Before arriwng at net 
profits, cost of raw materials, labour, dep- 
reciation etc. had to be worked out and 
then only a true picture of the working 
of the unit would emerge. Besides, the 
figure of Es. 17 lacs does not take into 


account the cost of processing of (he 
company’s goods and whether that had 
res^ted in profit. This is important when 
it is remembered that the company paid 
Rs. 21 lacs in 1966-67 for processing its 
goods though Jhunjhunwalas were to 
charge only cost price for processing the 
company’s goods. It was, therefore, un- 
safe from a few figures to jump to the 
conclusion that had the unit not been 
parted with the mills would have made 
profit. It was said that the Jalans should 
nave produced the company’s accoimts if 
they wanted to show that the terms on 
which they had parted •with the said unit 
were profitable to the company. The 
Jalans gave several reasons why the ac- 
counts could not be produced. Whether 
they were true or not, even if the ac- 
counts had been produced they could 
not have thrown any h'ght as no separate 
accounts were kept of the income and 
expenditure of tie unit in 1964^65. But 
foen if the unit was the most profit-yield- 
ing -unit and had made large profit in 
1964-65 one wonders why Singham'a 
should have applied for permission to 
sell or lease it. It is also difficult to be- 
lieve that the Jalans would let out the 
unit at a nominal considerab'on only a 
month after they had restarted the mills 
as in the be^ning at any rate they 
were genuinely interested in working the 
mills and implementing the scheme unless 
of course the allegation that Jhunjhun- 
walas were tlieir nominees was true. Buh 
as the Appeal Court has rightly said, no 
proof was oflEered in support of that alle- 
gation. • 

26, The next ^estion is whether the 
closure of the mills was due to the Jalans 
having starved them of finance. Having 
perused the record and after hearing 
counsel we do not think such a conclu- 
sion possible. The correspondence be- 
tween the Textile Commissioner, the Mills 
Federation and the company shows that 
from the middle of 1966 and onwards 
there was great difficulty in obtaining 
adequate quantity of cotton and parti- 
cularly of the type required by tlie mills, 
that the supply position %vas worsening 
day by day and though the Government 
had fixed ceiling prices and a little later 
on enhanced them, dealers in cotton 
charged prices in excess of the ceiling 
prices. Even the Textile Commissioner 
had to acquiesce in the mills purchasing 
cotton at prices nearly 20% more tlian 
even the enhanced ceiling prices, Bcalis- 
ing the diffiadtics in ■tvhich its member 
TnOk were placed, the Federation at first 
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evolved a policy of voluntary restraint and 
advised its members not to purchase cot- 
ton in excess of their requirements for 
three months, to purchase only at ceiling 
prices and to dose down the mills or r©» 
duce ^eir spindleage if it was not pos- 
sible for them to get cotton at ceilmg 
prices. The Federation even agreed to 
reimburse the mills of lay off compensa- 
tion if they were forced to close down 
for a while. Not only the prices of cot- 
ton but all other stores had spiralled up 
partly due to devaluation of the rupee on 
June 6, 1966 and partly due to the stock 
of cotton being less than the demand and 
Governments insistence to avoid un- 
employment that die mills should work 
at their full quota. As the position wor- 
sened after September I960, the Fede- 
ration revoked its earlier policy and per- 
mitted its members to buy cotton at prices 
above the ceiling prices as it was realised 
that on the one hand the mills were not 
getting cotton at prices fixed by the 
Government and on the other they were 
not permitted to restrict their spindleage. 
Prices of cotton of almost all varieties 
had by this time gone up by 50% above 
the ceiling prices. Realising the difficult 
supply position Government on Decem- 
ber 8, 1966 directed the mills to observe 
one eaira holiday per week and to pay 
lay-off compensation for such extra holi- 
day. On December 7, 1960 the com- 
pany wrote to the Textile Commissioner 
that as it was not getting the requisite 
type of cotton it had reduced its count 
mm 80 to 20, that till that day it had 
not received a sin^e requisitioned bal^ 
that though the dealers were directed to 
sell cotton at Rs. 1430 a bale they were 
charging Hs. 1600 a b^e and that lay-off 
compensation for fte extra holiday im- 
pose by Government meant an addi- 
tional burden of Rs. 80,000 a month- On 
December 12, 1960 the company demand- 
ed of file Textile Commissioner to re- 
quisition cotton required by It, No cotton 
was delivered to the company although 
tie Textile Commissioner promised, to 
le^sition it On December 23, 1966 
the Essential Commoditi« Ordinance, 33 
of 1966 was promulgated empowering the 
Government to direct an employer not to 
dose his establishment without the autho- 
rised officer’s permission, not to work fliie 
establishment for more than the prescrib- 
ed days and hours and to pay lay-off 
compensation where the etnploj'er ob- 
tained pe r mission for dosure. The next 
day Govewmcnt issued an order directmg 
that no employer should dose wholly or 


partially his imdertaking wifliout the per- 
mission of file Textile Commissioner and 
directed all establishments to observe an 
extra holiday per week and to pay lay-off 
compensation for it On December iS, 
1960 Government informed the company 
that no permission would be mvcn to any 
mill for not giving the extra holiday. In 
view of there being no possibility of get- 
ting proper cotton the company asked for 
a quota of terylene fibre as a substitute. 
That also could not be procured. Mean- 
while, the company bad deposited ivith 
the Federation Rs. 12,500 as advance to* 
wards fiio price of cotton which may be 
requisitioned for it In February 1967, 
some cotton was requisitioned for the 
company but fiie sellers could not deli- 
ver it as the authorities had sealed their 
godowns and prohibited removd of cot- 
ton therefrom. On February 15, 1967 the 
company put up a notice of closure 
owing to want of cotton. A few days 
later it requested the Textile Commis- 
sioner for requisitioning 2000 bales stat- 
ing that the company was not ia a posi- 
tion to buy cotton at excess prices. The 
Tcpiy was that 350 bales were re^sitioa- 
ed for it, that the question of requisi- 
tioning 850 bales more was under consi- 
deration but that the company should ap* 
predate that it cannot go on, on requisi- 
tioned cotton only. The implication was 
fiiat the company must manage to buy cot- 
ton even at exorbitant prices. So far out of 
2000 bales demanded only 200 bales had 
been allotted to the company. Even in 
respect of these bales the sellers would 
DOt permit their sample survey to ascer- 
tain their quality. In March 1967, Aa 
qjinning department wa^artiaHy dosed 
causing labour unrest The cotton posi- 
tion in April 1967, as e^lained by the 
company in its letter of April 25, 196f7 
was as follows: 1282 bales were allotted 
to the company between February 15, 
1967 and April 20, 1967 out of which the 
company took delivery of 200 bales. No 
survey by sample was allowed in respect 
of 7^ bales. Survey mado by the sup- 
pliers of 350 bales was ch^enged by the 
company. In respect of the balance of 
230 bales the company disputed the right 
of the supph’ers to demand clearance 
diarges and that dispute was referred to 
the Textile Commissioner. From this 
letter alone and without readmg it in the 
context of the previous corres p ondence, 
tire Company Judge concluded that 
though cotton was requisitioned for it the 
GJmpany had declined to lift it. The eon- 
doslon was neither fair nor Just It 
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:stands to reason that no purchaser would 
take delivery of goods unless he is satis- 
fied from their siirvey that they were of 
the quality for which he had paid. If 
the suppliers declined to permit survey 
the company could not be accused of re- 
fusing delivery. Mr, Sen argued that the 
company could not depend upon getting 
cotton at ceiling prices or on cotton re- 
quisitioned for it and that it should have 
purchased it even at excess prices just as 
other mills were doing. If that conten- 
tion was there was no point in 

Government fixing the ceiling prices. It 
may be that other mills might nave pur- 
chased cotton at excess prices but if the 
finances of the company did not permit 
that luxury it is difBcult to hold that the 
company was guilty of any dereliction. 
Even apart from having to pay high 
prices for cotton, the ronJs had to pay 
Rs, 80,000 a month because of the com- 
pulsory extra holiday. 

27. In the meantime several Other 
difiBculties were mounting up. The affi- 
davit of Goenka shows that the m i l l s 
were worldng at a loss of Es. 1.5 lacs a 
month and the total losses by June 1987 
had risen to Rs. 28 lacs. These figures 
were not admitted by the appellants as 
the company did not produce books of 
accormts. The precision of the loss could 
be disputed but not the fact. On May 
9, 1967 the guarantee given by the State 
Government for one year expired and a 
fresh arrangement with the Bank became 
necessary. The Government would not 
renew its guarantee as Singhania had 
objected to a second charge being made 
in its favour. On May 17, 1967 the 
second instalment payable under the 
scheme to categories III and TV (b) 
ditors amounting to over Rs, 5 lacs be- 
came due. The mills were for the reasons 
stated above dosed on Jime 4, 1967 
the consequence that the company be- 
came liable to pay to 2700 workers re- 
trenchment compensation. .By the time 
the winding-up petitions were heard the 
company had already become liable to 
pay a large amount by way of retrench- 
ment compensation. The dosuro of the 
mills was followed by workers unrest 
culminating in hunger strikes and pr^ 
vention of the directors from entering the 
mills and disposal by thenni of cotton, 
doth and other articles. If the scheme 
were to be worked as directed by the 
Company Judge it meant paying of the 
retrendiment compensation, putting Hie 
machinery once again in workmg , order 


etc., requiring large amounts to meet 
these daims and expenses, 

28. The argument, however, was that 
the Jalans were to thank themselves for 
tiiis calamity. Bu!^ surely, they cxiuld 
not be blamed, however, badly they 
might have behaved in other respects, for 
the dosure of die mills which was due 
to reasons beyond their control, viz., the 
price rise due to devaluation which ovexr 
took them only two months after they 
restarted the inills, the impossibility of 
getting cotton at reasonable prices, and 
the imposition of the extra holiday wIu'A 
meant both loss of production and the 
burden of lay-off compensation. It is, 
therefore, not fair to say that the Jalans 
were responsible for the dosure of the 
mills either on the ground of failure to 
lift the cxitton or by their having given 
away the processing unit as alleged. 

29. As regards Cl, (4) of the scheme, 
we do not agree with the learned Attorney 
General that the Jalans had to finance 
the inills from their own mom'es only nor 
with Mr. Nariman that their obligation 
was confined only to arranging finance 
on security of the company’s assets. Both 
of them took up extreme positions xvith 
which it is not possible to agree. On 
the one hand sub-danses (d) and (e) of 
Term (4) of the said Scih. 'O’ dearly con- 
template the ri^t of the Jalans to ar- 
range finance on the security of the corn- 
pan/ s assets. On the other hand it must 
have been dear to them that as the com- 
pany’s assets were already mortgaged and 
pledged, further finance would have to be 
Drou^t in either by them or on dieir own 
credit. In cases such as the one before 
us, the scheme has to be read as a com- 
merdal document, that is, in the sense in 
which businessmen conducting such an 
establishment would understand. If so 
read, dause 4 cannot mean that the Jalans 
had taken upon themselves the liability 
to put in monies even if the mills could 
not be run at reasonable profits. No in- 
dustrial establishment is ordinarily run 
except in the hope of doing so at profit. 
Considering the circumstances which ex- 
isted in 196S-67 we csmnot say that the 
condusion of the Appeal Court that there 
was no reasonable prospect to run the 
mills at profit was incorrect 

30. The company was commerdal in- 
soh’cnt when the scheme was sanctioned. 

It was cxjncniiTcd in by the Jalans in ex- 
pectation that the company could be rc- 
susdtated and the mills worked at rea- 
sonable profit By June 1967, when the 
■mill.*; were dosed and the company filed 
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file winding-up petition, it was commer- 
cially insolvent in the sense that its as- 
sets and its easting liabilities were sudi 
as to make it reasonably certain that 
existing and probable assets of the com- 
pany would be insulEcient to meet its 
Uabilities. Besides, the very object for 
which the company was formed, namely, 
to run the mills commercially, had failed. 
By November 6, 1967 when the Company 
Judge delivered his judgment apart ficom 
the company's debts being in excess of 
its assets, the company's total losses and 
its liability to pay retrenchment compen- 
sation to its wotKeis had run into consi- 
derable figures. Although the figure of 
Bs. 2S lacs for such losses and Rs. 5 lacs 
a month for compensation were not ad- 
mitted by the appellants, there can be no 
doubt that the company had been runnmg 
the mills at loss and its liability for re- 
trendunent had swelled to a large figure. 

SL Under Section S92 of the Act die 
High Court which has sanctioned Uie 
sdieme has the power to supervise the 
carrying out of It and to give directions 
[d regora to any matter or to make modi- 
gcations in it as it may consider neces- 
sary for its proper woridng. But if the 
Court is satisfied that the scheme cannot 
be worked satisfactorily with or without 
mod^catioas. It can either suo mohi or 
on an application by any person interested 
in the company’s affairs order its winding 
Bp. Both Air. Sen and the learned Attor- 
ney General contended that the Company 
Judge was ri^t in holding that the scheme 
could have been worked but for the de- 
faults of Jalans, that the Company Jucteo 
was right in giviDg directions was undo 
SecUra ^2 (1) compelling the Jalans and 
the company to implement their obliga- 
tions and mat no winding-up order in 
eierdse of power under Section S92 (2) 
should have been passed. We have eia- 
mmed the dreumstances in which and the 
reasons why the company dosed the milb 
and held that their dosure was for reasons 
beyond the control of the company. As 
Aiody, J. had, while sanctioning the 
Sterne, observed, he sanctioned it only 
because most of the creditors, except a 
few, were anxious that instead of the 
company being wound up, it should be 
given an opportunity under a new mana- 
gement to work so that it may pay off 
gradually the debts due to them by work- 
bg its mills. The assumption, therefore^ 
on which the sdieme was framed was 
that the company could work the mills 
profitably and pay off its creditors from 
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out of the profits. Therefore, it was not 
as if the mills had to be wrked even if 
iheir working resulted in loss. Assum- 
mg that the Jalans were under an obliga- 
tion to bring in finance induding their 
own monies, they coiJd not be said to 
be under an obligation to bring in finance 
even if the woridng of the mills showed 
no reasonable prospect of profit If the 
mills could not be worked except at loss 
the company would be justified in ceas- 
ing to work Aem. The very object of 
the company being to manufacture doth 
if the Drills had to be dosed that would 
mean that the very object for whidi the 
company existed and which also was the 
assumption on which the scheme was 
fr^^ ceased to exist 
32. The directions of the Company 
Judge that the Jalans shoiJd bring in the 
necessary finance could only be on the 
basis that the mills amid be successfiilly 
Worked. But before giving snch a direc- 
tion he did not, and indeed could not, on 
a^'davils only, ascertain whether in the 
dreumstances then exisUog there was 
any reasonable prospect of profits. If 
there was not, it stands to reason that 
the Court coxrid not compel the Jalans 
to work the mills at loss and equally 
could not compel them to pour in their 
monies in such an undertaldbg. Besides 
the direction did not, and in the very 
nufure of things, could not, specify how 
much finance the Jalans were to bring in. 
If the Jalans were to bring in the finance, 
assuming there was a binding obUgation 
oil them to do so, they would do so fa 
flie expectation that they woiJd be repaid. 
The words ^necessary finance required 
for rxmnfag the mills* in Cbuse 4 of the 
stheme xsu^ necessarily mean the amount 
which a reasonable and prudent ftoander 
Would think necessary for working Ae 
rnflls at profit and not unlimited amount 
fa a concern which cannot be expected 
to work at reasonable profit The direo 
tJon did not also specify on what terms 
the Jalans should Bring fa their monies 
uor the^ terms upon which they would 
be repaid. It was, therefore, nebulous 
^d vague and imix)ssible of being en- 
forced. In the absence of any enquiry 
as to whether the mPIf could be ^vorted 
at profit no court would compel a party 
to fornish monies without even specify- 
fag how much and for how long he 
should provide. If such a direction was 
not possible, no direction could aho be 
under Section S92 (I) to work the 
s^eme as its Implementation depended 
on the mills working at profit The only 
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course left to tKe court was, as tie Ap- 
peal Court did, to pronounce that in the 
circumstances liien prevailing the scheme 
could not be satisfactorily worked and 
therefore a winding-up order under Seo 
tion 392 (2) had become inevitable. By 
the time tie . Appeal Court passed its 
order, the mills having been closed since 
June, 1967, a huge amoimt had become 
payable as retrenchment compensation. 

83. But it was urged that assuming 
that a winding-up order in these circum- 
stances could be passed it had to be sub- 
ject to the rights and obligations of the 
parties. The contention was that irres- 
pective of the second mortgage which 
the company had to execute. Schedule *6’ 
creditors had already become entitled to 
a charge on the company’s assets. It was 
argued that where an a^eement specifies 
a property out of which a debt is to be 
payable and is coupled with an intention 
to subject such property to a charge, the 
property becomes subject to a charge in 
praesenti even though a regular mortgage 
is to be executed at some future date. 
Such an intention, the learned Attorney 
General argued, was demonstrated by 
the agreement lhat (1) the debts were to 
be paid out of profits and (2) the engage- 
ment by the company not to deal with 
its assets. The distinction between a 
charge and a mortgage is clear. Wdiile 
in the case of a charge there is no tran- 
sfer of property or any interest therein, 
but only the creation of a right of pay- 
ment out of the specified property, a 
mortgage effectuates transfer of property 
or an interest therein. No particular 
form of words is necessary to create a 
charge and all that is - necessary is that 
there must be a clear intention to make 
a property security for payment of money 
in praesenti. In Jewan Lai Daga v. Nil- 
mani Chaudhtrri, 55 Ind App 107 = (AIR 
1928 PC 80), a case relied on by him, 
the question was one relating to an agree- 
ment to mortgage. Following on the 
agreement, a draft mortgage was pre- 
pared vhich was approved by the res- 
pondent’s soh'citors, the mortgage deed 
was engrossed and even the stamp for 
it was paid by the respondent. The ques- 
tion was whether specific performance 
of the agreement compelling the respon- 
dent to execute the mortgage could be 
granted before accotmts between the 
parties were made .up .and the amount 
due diereimder was ascertained. The 
Privy Council disagreeing with tire High 
Court held that that could be done and 


observed that "there was a valid agree- 
ment charging the property with what- 
ever sum was actu^y due and that 

a proper mortgage ought to be executed 
to carry out these tenns.” In Khajeh 
Solehman Quadir v. SalimuUah, 49 Ind 
App 153 = (AIR 1922 PC 107) certain 
deeds were executed purporting to make 
wakfs of certain properties in favour of 
the members of a Mahomedan family 
and then for. charitable purposes. Later 
on, agreements were executed, under one 
of which the members of the family 
agreed that allowances fixed under the 
wakfs should be paid out of the income 
to named persons of the family and upon 
their death to their heirs, and under the 
other agreement the mutawalH agreed 
that he and the future mutawallis would 
pay the said allowances. The wakfs 
were held invalid as creating a perpetual 
succession of estates. The question was 
whether the agreements to pay allowances 
also fell along with them. The Privy 
Cormcil held that they did not, that they 
were valid and enforceable and that the 
direction in the agreements to pay the 
allowances out of tiie income of the set- 
tled properties showed an intention td 
create a charge. In both these decisions 
the Board came to the conclusion that 
there was a clear intention on the part 
of the parties to create a charge in prae- 
senti. The argument of the learned 
Attorney General was that if an agree- 
ment indicated a property out of which 
a debt is to be paid and an intention to 
subject it to a charge in praesenti, the 
comt must find the charge. Certain other 
decisions were also brought to our notice 
but it is not necessary to burden this 
judgment with them because in each 
case the question which the court would 
have to decide would be whether the 
agreement in question creates a charge 
in praesenti. 

34, Clause 2 (ii) of the scheme first 
sets out Rs. 48.13 lacs as being due to 
Schedule ‘B’ creditors and then provides 
that die said amoimt would be repaid by 
annual instalments of an amount equal 
to 50% of the profits whidi the company 
wmuld make, such instalments commenc- 
ing after two years from the date of the 
execub'on of the . second mortgage. 
Clause 3 of the agreement of August 18, 
1965 provides for the exeaifa'on of the 
second mortgage in consideration of the 
said creditors agreeing to accept repay- 
ment in accordance with the terms in 
Schedule ‘C’ thereto. Term 3 in Sciie- 
diale ‘G* provides the said mode of ro- 
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payment and term 4 provides that £n the 
events there set out die debt ox the 
balance thereof remaining unpaid would 
become immediately payable. In 
view, neidier the scheme nor the said 
agreement shows any intention to sub* 
ject fte company’s assets to a chaige in 
praesenti. All that they provide is a 
mise to create a second mortgage whici 
was to contain die terms set out in the 
said Schedule ‘O’ in consideration for 
which toe creditors agreed to postpone 
repayment in the manner dierein p^ 
vided Thus toe scheme merely contains 
an agreement to mortgage and the mode 
of repayment and the said agreement iim* 
vides for (a) toe sale of shares and ib) 

a promise to postpone repayment in con- 

sideration of a second mortgage io be 
executed by toe company. Even if term 

4 in toe said agreement can be construed 

to mean an engagement not to deal with 
the assets of toe company, that by Itsdf, 

in the ^sence of an intention to create 

a charge under toe agreement, would not 
be enou^ to hold that it creates a charge. 

| (rf. Mulla’s Transfer of Property Act; 
i5di Ed.) 016). In our view the said 
ovisions of the scheme and the apee* 
ent amount only to an agree m ent to 
ortgage which can give rise to an obll* 
itfoo to specifically perform it, a per- 
loal obligation, but. do not constiuta 
ther a mortgage under Section 5S or 
charge under Section 100 of the Trans- 
it of i^perty Act (cf. Hukomeband v. 
adha TTldiaa, AIB 1930 PC 76.) The 
. atm urged on behalf of Schedule *B* 
creditors tiiat they had a charge irrespeo 
bve of the proposed mortgage and were 
entitled to be treated as secured credi- 
tors cannot therefore bo upheld. 

55. The contention next was that fi 
scheme sanctioned by the court being 
binding on the company, its shareholders 
and toe creditors, anything done contrary 
to its provisions is ultra vires the com- 
pany.. Therefore, if the company is 
wound up it could be so done sabjeef 
to toe ri^ts and obligations under such 
a scheme. The order of toe .appeal 
Court was, toerefore, wrong inasmuch ns 
it could pass a winding up order only 
after toe company had been made to per- 
form its obligations under the scheme, 
that Is, after it had been made to execute 
the debenture trust deed or the second 
mortgage. Reliance in this conne^oo 
was placed upon the decision in Fretnfla 
Devi V. Peoples Bank of Northern Indfe 
Ltd, 1938-4 AD ER S37 where the res. 


pondent bank had issued A&B share of 
whidi Rs. 50 on each such share out of the 
face value of Rs. 100 were called up. 

back being in difficulty, a scheme 
was prepared wMdi ivas sanctioned by 
the court. Later on the scheme was 
amended and that also was sanctiimed 
by toe court The scheme so amended 
provided that Rrrtoer calls on A and B 
shares should not exceed 25% which in- 
cluded 20% already called by toe direc- 
tors between the passing of the original 
and the amended scheme and provided 
fiirther that toe balance of 5% call should 
be payable in 5 instalments payable eadi 
halt year. The directors, howevjr, re- 
solved toat toe said 5% should be paid 
on February 28, 1933 ignoring the amend- 

ed scheme and later passea another re- 
solution forfeiting the shares of those 
who failed to p^ by the aforesaid dale. 

The bank thereafter went into liguidatios 

nnd the liquidator contended that toe 
forfeitures were ultra vires toe bank be. 
ing contrary to the scheme and that the 
names of those shareholders should be 
included in the list of contrtbstorfes. The 
Privy Council held (1) toat toe amended 
sdieme once sanctioned by the court be- 
came binding on the company, toe credi- 
tors and toe shareholders and its terms 
coold be varied only an order of too 
court after sucli variabon was approved 
at meetings of the creditors ana the 
shareholders; (2) thab therefore, it was 
not TOssible for toe bank or toe directors 
or toe shareholders whether by resolution 
or latiBcation or otoerwise, to dter toe 
dates of payments of the mom'es fix- 
ed by the scheme; (3) that too resolution 
calliDg toe call money on a date differ- 
ent OTm those dates was ultra vires toe 
company had the forfeitures in pursuance 
of toe said resolution, even if ratifi^ 
by toe shareholders, were equally ultra 
viies, and that the liquidator therefore 
was entitled to include the names of 
those shareholders in the list of contri- 
butories. It is difficult to say how this 
decision can assist the appellants for 
neitoer the company nor toe directors 
have passed any resolution overriding 
toe provisions of the scheme while it was 
ia <^>erab‘oa. The problem is whether 
In ration to the incomplete rights of 
the appellants the Appeal Court was 
bound first to call upon toe company to 
complete those rights and then pass a 
iTzaaing'iro order. The decision la fte- 
mila Devis case had nothing to do wito 
toe winding up of the company or the 
co r r ectn ess of an order of winding np 
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pelling Hie company to complete flie 
rights whicli are stiH incomplete is not 
borne out by the decisions rehed on by 
Mr. Sen, 

86. Reliance was also placed on fte 
principle that no act of a court, (m toe 
present case the sancrioimg of die 
oTiriTilrl 1-ifi nermitted to harm a 


loHier ioint court does 

a scheme sancUo -nent between 


SS&t- 5 ae deb. is SaTe pap^» J 

,y .,0 -r SI S Aaf^fcb^pSo^^fol 

lease of one operation of restored to the position ^e woidd 

arrangement IS a ^ and satisfao- j^ave occupied but for 

law and not “ S ^ot relieve the fejlal, 1964-2 SCR 145 = (^ 

non and efore ^^^^^aiple is that SC 1631) and Jai Behr^ v^Ked^ 

lother ]omt pPuy^the court^ does j^ath, 49 Ind App 851 at P-,S56 - (i^ 


S 49 dr aT^^e = (AIR 

1922’PC 269 at p- 2711). We do ncrt see 
how this principle can be invoked for 
aTpurpos? of completion of nghte where 
such rights are incomplete at the date 
when a winding-up order is made. There 
is no question of the appellants ^^^g 
done something on the feth of m art of 
the court, the appellants md the other 
Schedule “B’ creditors having agreed to 
a postponement of repayment to ™ 

cohsiSration of an agreement between 
them and the company providmg for a 
second mortgage in their favour. 



'i7 'Next it was said that by 
of mb-Scte (3) and (4) of SeoBon SM 

a aciema once_ aancBoned part 


I : paruca._^ a.. “-J- _ j ihe share 
npany, ^ ^tntntorv force, and there- 

e, the pm and satisfaction. 

5 principle of g^.tion 391 

■ ^^Ar«t^^?chemT is statutorily bmd- 
the Act, a scnem shareholders 

5 ev^ oropposed to to 

10 dissented ^ , statutory force in 

:ing aancBoneA It h J ji^^d 

at sense of the Court 

:cept and lie creditors 

ren if^e.s^^f^^^tlterSon (cf. 1938- 
jquiesce m pch efEert of the 

(^j ™,eoomae m*e “/a”"o3a^*““c^mam£nr il)re. 

rp thereby prescribed the absence company cannot be ordered to 

SiisSt'S 

ihareholders and i . statutory 

hat a scheme is smd to to 


the Registar. Thus, the sub-section 
merely days down a condition Prc* 
Snt to the coming in force of a scheme 
and does not deal with riglto and obh- 

cations of parties under such a schem^ 
§ .. ...ormTiVpc n conv of such 


company and to «ecni^ by 

as it IS earned out j the scheme 

regidar by it cannot 

accreditor But if 

S'°rpa„;'«^adeWMb™^^ 
LfaUS“f» 'V^aPB -ip^ be ms- 

tS of creating a ^ ' TSI 
makes Srlvided in the 

®A?pm poSSn §iat a winding 
gTrder^ ?nly be p«ed ate com- 

3970 S. C./e7 vn G— 3 


mpmorandurn or me euuiijci^r 

Se ceSed copy of the order has been 

filed vrith the Regitoim, and su^-sec. 
movidS penalty for default of this r^ 
moment Th^e sub-sections were pre- 
introduced to ensure notice of 
the order sanctioning the scheme per 
Sns dealing utith toe company so tort 
t£ may toal with the comply hence- 
forth with the knowledge of the 
But Hie sub-sections do not mean that 
5.0 sAcme beconios Part of 
tntion of Hie company. Sub-section (4) 
deSy lays down Hiat a copy of the 
S is to bo annexed to a copy of tho 
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cnemorandum issued after its certifted 
copy has been filed with the Registrar, 
that is, after the operation of the scheme 
commences. A scheme, therefore, is not 
to be considered for instance, as modi* 
fying existing special ri^ts attadied to 
shares unless such moduication is pm* 
vided for the scheme, (cf. Re Downing 
r. H. and Co., (1940) 1 All ER 333; also 
BucUey on the Companies Acts (13th Ed.) 
411). The contention, therefore, that the 
scheme becomes part of the company's 
constitution or of its memorandum, and 
dierefore, winding up order cannot be 
passed except in conformity with the al- 
tered constitution of the company, is not 
tenable. So long as the scheme is in 
oi)eration and is binding on the com- 
pany and its creditors, the rights and ob- 
ligations of those on whom it is binding 
are undoubtedly governed by its provi- 
sions. But once the scheme is cancelled 
under Section 892 (2) on the grcrnnd that 
it cannot be satisfactorily worked and a 
winding up order passed such an order 
is deemed to be for all purposes to be 
one made under Section 433. It is not 
as if because the scheme has been sanc- 
tioned under Section 391 that a winding 
up order under Section 392 (2) 'cannot 
be made. If the appellants' contention, 
that a winding-np order can only be 
made subject to the rights and obllga^ 
tions of the parties under the scheme 
were to be righh it would mean that 
where a company makes default in pay- 
ing an instalment on the date prescribed 
by the scheme and a creditor files a 
winding-up petition, even though a xvind- 
ing-up order is made on the basis tivit 
tlie debt has become presently payable, 
still the creditor is bound by the senemo 
and ids debt Is to be payable by iakab 
ments as provided by the scheme. 

3S. The effect of a ivinding-up order 
is that except for certain preferential 
payments provided in the Art the pnv 
petty of the company is to be applied 
in satisfaction of its liabilities pari passo. 
Pari passu distribution is to be made in 
satisfaction of tlie liabilities as they exist 
at the commencement of the winding-up. 
(cf. Sections 528 and 529 of the Art; 
Ghosh on Indian Companies Law, llth 
Ed. Vol. 2, p. 1073). The effect of a 
winding-np order on rights already com- 
pleted as against rights yet to be com- 

E ieted is succinctly staled by Lord JTals- 
nry in the Bank of Scotland v. Macleod, 
1914 AC 311 at pp. 317, 318 as follows; 
. *Rights in securi^ which haTC been 
effectually completed before the liquida- 


tion must still receive the effect which 
the law gives to them. But company 
and its liquidators are just as completely 
disabled by the winding-up from grant- 
ing new or completmg imperfect rights 
in security as ftie individual bankrupt Is 
by his bankruptcy. This, indeed, is the 
necessary effect of the express provisioia 
of the Companies Act that the estate is 
to be distriouled among tiie creditors 
pari passu. Every creditor is to have 
an equal share, unless any one has al- 
ready a part of the estate in his hands, 
by virtue of an effectual legal right” 
(Cf. Tulsidas jasraj' v. Industrial Bank of 
Western India, 82 Bom LR 933 at p. 967 
= (AIR 1931 Bom 2 at pp. 8-9)). Simi- 
larly, in Re Anglo-Oriental Carpet Manu- 
facturing Co., (1903) I Ch 914 it was 
held that even where a company had 
executed a trust deed and issura deben- 
tures creating a charge on its assets but 
toe charge had not been registered as 
required oy the Companies Act by the 
time the company had passed an extra- 
ordinary resolution ior voluntary wind- 
feg-up the debenture holders were not; 
as against the joint body of credltois, 
secured creditors. 

89. It is thus well established that 
once a winding-up order is passed the 
undertaking ana toe assets or the com- 
]^y pass under the control of the Ifquf* 
Mtor whose statutory duty is to realise 
ftiem and to pay from out of the salo- 
proceeds its cr^tors. Such creditors 
acquire on such order being passed the 
rignt to have the assets realised and dis- 
friouted among them pari passu. No 
new rights can thereafter be created and 
DO uncompleted rights can be completed, 
for doing so woiud be contrary to the 
credlto/y sight to hate the proceeds of. 
the assets distributed among them pari 
passu. But Mr. Sen’s argument was that 
the appellants had acquired under the 
scheme a vested right to have a second 
mortgage which could not be millified 
by toe court passing the svinding-up 
order. We cannot accede to this conten- 
tion for the scheme vested no such right. 
What it did provide was that in consi- 
deration of the company agreeing lo ex- 
ecute a second mortgage the appellants 
and toe other Sdiraule *B’ creditoia 
agreed to receive repa>Tnent of tlebta 
duo to toem in the manner provided In 
the scheme and the agreement of August 
30, 1963. On failure of the company to 
execute tie mortgage the consideration 
for postponement of repayment failed 
and the monies due to those crediton 
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became immediately payable. It is also 
not correct to say that fie scheme gave 
any priority to ^ose creditors. Sudi a 
priority comd result only on the execu- 
tion of the mortgage which would make 
them secured creditors. 

40. On the findings by the Appeal 
Court that the company was commer- 
cially insolvent and that the scheme could 
not satisfactorily be worked with or 
without modifications, the only alterna- 
tive for that Court was to pass the wind- 
ing-up order imder Section 392 (2). Tha 
Court could not have completed, as con- 
tended by the appellants, their rights 
which were still incomplete or order the 
company to execmte a debenture trust 
deed or the second mortgage, and thus 
set up the appellants and the other Sclre- 
dule *B’ cremtors as secured creditors 
against the rest of the unsecured credi- 
tors. Such an order could not be passed 
as it would be contrary to and in breach 
of the right of distribution pari passu 
of the pint body of unsecured creditors. 
The Appeal Comt, therefore, correctly 
followed the principle that the status of 
creditors which could be recognised was 
that which existed at the date of tlie 
winding-up order, that the second mort- 

f age or the debenture trust deed not 
aving so far been executed, the appel- 
lants and the other Schedule ‘B* credi- 
tors were still imsecured creditors and 
therefore could not claim any prioriry 
over tlie rest of the unsecured creditors. 

41. In the result; we are of the view 
that tire Appeal Court was right in order- 
ing winding-up of the company and we 
uphold that order. Appeals are dismis- 
sed with costs. As there has been one 
common argument, we think it proper 
that there should be one set of costs 
for all the respondents in these appeals. 
The creditors for whom the learned Attor- 
ney General and Mr. A. B. Divan ap- 
peared will bear their own costs. 

Appeals dismissed. 


AIR 1970 SUPBEME COURT 1059 
(V 57 C 223) 

(From; Mysore) 

J. G. SHAH, Actg. G. J. AND' 

KL S. HEGDE, 

Sidramappa, Appellant v. Rajashetty and 
otliers. Respondents. 

Civul Appeal No. 1953 of 1969, D/- 

9-1 2-1969. 

CN/DN/A119/70/RGD/A 


(A) Civil P. C. (1908), Order 2, Buie 2 
•— Cause of action in subsequent suit dif- 
ferent — Belief asked for in subsequent 
suit not one which could have been ask- 
ed for in earlier suit — > Subsequent suit 
is not barred. 

The requirement of Order 2, Rule 2, 
is that every suit should include tlie 
whole of the claim which the plaintiff is 
entitled to make in respect of a cause 
of action. ‘Cause of action’ means the 
‘cause of action for which the suit was 
brou^t*. Cause of action is a cause of 
action which gives occasion for and forms 
tile foundation of the suit If that cause 
of action enables a person to ask for a 
larger and wider relief than Aat to 
which he limits his daim, he cannot after- 
wards seek to recover the balance by 
independent proceeding. AIR 1922 PC 
23, Re£ (Para 7) 

"Where the cause of action on tiie basis 
of which the previous suit was brought 
does not form the foundation of the sub- 
sequent suit and in the earlier suit the 
plaintiff could not have daimed the re- 
lief which he sought in the subsequent 
suit, the plaintiffs subsequent suit is not 
barred by Order 2, Rule 2. (Judgment of 
Mysore EL C., Reversed). (Para 8) 

(B) Civil P. C. (1908), Ord^ 7, Rule 7 
•— No claim for mesne profits from die 
date of the suit made in plaint — Mesne 
profits cannot be aw.irded in appeal to 
Supreme Court — Plaintiffs remedy is 
to take separate steps according to law. 

(Para lO) 

Cases Referred; Chronological Paras 
(1922) AIR 1922 PC 28 (V 9) = 49 

Ind App 9, Mohd. Hafiz v. Mohd. 

Zakaria 7 

The Judgment of the Court was deli- 
vered by 

HEGDE, J.; This is a plaintiffs appeal 
by special leave. The plaintiff sued for 
possession of the suit properties on the 
basis of his tida The suit properties 
originally belonged to die family of one 
Veerbaswanth Rao Deshmnkh. He died 
in 1892 without male issues, leaving be- 
hind him his. widow Ratnabai and a 
daughter by name Lakshmibai. Ratnabai 
succeeded to the estate of her husband. 
She died in 1924. On her death Lakshmi- 
bai became entitled to the suit proper- 
ties. But one Parwalibai ah’as Pray.ig 
Bai took unlaivfrd possession of the siut 
properties. Hence Lakshmibai instituted 
a suit for their possession in the court 
of Sadar Adalath, Gulbarga against the 
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siud Paiwatibai and obtained a decree. 
In execution of tbe said decree Latshmf-* 
bai obtained deliveiy of the lands 
described in Schedule H to die jdaint. 
Latshmibai died in 2048. Sometfime 
fiiereafter Paiwatibai also died. The 
defendant claiming to be the sister’s son 
of Veerfaaswanth Rao Deshmnhh got 
himself impleaded as the legal represen- 
tath'e of Lahshmibai in tbe execution 
proceedings and son^t delivery of the 
lands mentioDed in Schedule I of the 
plaint Meanwhile one Vishwanath al- 
leging to be the legal representative of 
Paiwatibai got bimself impleaded in tJje 
execution proceedings. Thereafter tbe 
defendant and Vishwanath entered into 
a compromise in pursoance of which 
Vishwanath delivered possession of the 
lands included in Schedule I to the defen- 
dant Sometime thereafter the plaintiff 
^jplied to the court to reopen the execu- 
tion proceedings and implead him as Ae 
leffH representative of llakshmthai dairn- 
ing that he is ftie adopted son of Laksh- 
mmaL The executing oomt dismissed 
bis ap^cahon bolding that his remedy 
was by way of a separate suit A revi- 
sion taken against that order to the High 
Court was rejected. Thereafter die 
plaintiff filed a suit in tcu court of sub- 
ordinate District Judge, Bldar for a de- 
claration that he is entitled lo be im- 
pleaded in the execuh'on proceedings 
mentioned eadier as the representative 
of Lakshmibal tind to proceed with the 
ezecutian after setting aside the order 
made by the executing court on the basis 
o! tbe co mp retause entered into between 
the defendant and Vishwanath. It may 
be noted that that was the only relirf 
asked for in the plaint The purported 
cause of action for the suit was the dis- 
missal of the plaintiffs apnlicition for 
impleading him in the execution proceed- 
ings. That suit should have been dis- 
missed on the gro u nd that it was not 
maintainable la low. Eat strangely 
encnjgh it was dismissed cm the grotmd 
that it was hit by Section 42 of the Spe- 
cific Relief Act inasmuch as the plaintiff 
did not sue for possession of the con- 
cerned preperty. Thereafter the suit 
from which this appeal arises was insti- 
tuted by die plaintiff on the basis of 
his title. The trial Court dismissed his 
Suit in respect of the lands xnentioDed 
in Schedule I of tiie plaint On tte grotmd 
that the relief in question a barred by 
Order 2 Rule 2, Code of CJvuUVoceduro. 
It decreed the suit for the pcsession of 
the lands mentioned in Sdiedi^ n ex- 


cept items 3 and 9. It also decreed the 
plamtifTs claim in respect of the cash 
ammmt mentioned in the plaint. 

2. Both the plaintiff and the defen- 
dant went up in app^ to the Court 
of Mysore as against the decision of the 
trial Court to the extent that decision was 
against them. Tbe High Court aiEnned 
the decision of the trial Court 

8. Before the trial court and the Hi^ 
Court there was controversy as regaraS 
the truth of adoption pleaded by the 
plaintiff. Both courts have upheld 
the plaintifTs eJaim that he was adopted 
by uie husband of Laksbmibai. That 
question was not reopened before us. 

4. Before the Court the learn- 
ed Counsel for the plaintiff conceded 
that the plaintiff’s suit in respect of items 
S and 9 of Schedule IE of the plaint is 
barred by limitation. Hence tiiat ques- 
tion stands concluded. 

5. Tbe only question that remains for 
cemsideration is whether the High Court 
and the trial court were n^t in their 
contusions that the plaintin s claim in 
respect of the lands mentioned is Sche- 
dule I of the plaint is barred by Order 2, 
Rule 2, Code of Civil Procedure. 

$. We are of the opinion that the trial 
co^ and the High Court erred in hold- 
feg that the plaintiffs suit in respect of 
tite lands meotioned in phint Scbedtde I 
is barred .by Order 2, Rule 2, Code of 
Civil Rooedure. The Suit instituted by 
the plaintiff in the court of Subordinate 
District Judge, Bidar for a dedaration 
that he is entitled to be impleaded in 
the execution proceeding as legal repre- 
sentative of liakshmibai and to proceed 
with tbe execution proceedings, was as 
mentioned eariier, a misconceived one. 
It was exercise in futility. His remedy 
was to file a suit for the x>ossession of 
the concerned inoperties on the basis of 
his title. 

7. The High Court and the trial court 
pitxjeeded on the e r roneous basis that 
tbe fonner suit was a suit for a declara- 
tion of the plaintiffs title to the lands 
motioned in Schednle I of the plaint 
The requirement of Order 2, Rule 2, 
Code of Civil Procedure is that every 
suit should indnde the whole of the 
claim which the plaintiff is entitled To 
mate m respect of a cause of action. 
X!ause of action* means the 'cause of ac- 
tion for which the suit was broughf. It 
cannot be said that the cause of actfan* 
on which the present suit was brought is 
the same as that in the previous suit 
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Cause of action is a cause of acfion 
wihidi ^ves occasion for and forms the 
foundation of the suit If that eause of 


action enables a person to ask for a larger 
and wider relief than that to" which he 
limits his claim, he cannot afterwards 
seek to recover the balance by indepen- 
dent proceedings — See Mohd. Frafiz v. 
Mohd, Zakaida, 49 Ind App 9 = (AIR 
1922 PC 23). 

8, As seen earlier the cause of action' 
on the basis of which the previous suit 
was brought does not form the founda- 
tion of the present suit The cause of 
action mentioned in the earlier suit, as- 
suming the same afforded a basis for a 
valid daim, did not enable the plaintiff 
to ask for any relief other than those he 
prayed for in that suit, in that suit he 
could not have daimed the relief whidi 
he seeks in this suit Hence the trial 
court and the Hi^ Court were not ri^t 
in holding that the plaintiffs suit is 
barred by Order 2, Rule 2, Code of Civil 
Procedure. 

9. In view of our above condnsion, 
we have not thought it necessary to go 
into the controversy whether Order 2, 
Rule 2, Code of Civil Procedure is ap- 

E licable to a suit under Section 42 of 
le Specific Relief Act 

10. We are unable to accept the con- 
tention of the learned Coimsel for the 
appellant that we shoidd allow to the 
appellant mesne profits at least from the 
date of the suit No daim for mesne pro- 
fits was made in the plaint Therefore 
we .cannot go into that question in Ihis 
mpeaL For the mesne profits, if any, 
due to tibe plaintiff, he must tdce sepa- 
rate steps according to law. 

11. In the result this appeal is allow** 
ed and the trial court’s decree is modi- 
fied by induding therein the lands men- 
tioned in Schedule I of the plaint In 
other respects the decree of the trial 
court is sustained. The appellant will 
be entitled to his costs both in this (^urt 
as well as in the Court 

Apped allowed. 




Am 1970 SUPREME COURT 1081 
(V57G 224J 
(From: AUahabad)** 

S. M. SIERI, J. M. SHELAT, 

V. BHARGAVA, G. K. MITTER AND 
C, A. VAIDIALINGAM, JJ. 

Prof. Chandra Prakash Aganval, Appel- 
lant V. Chaturbhu] Das Parikh and others, 
Respondents. 

Civil Appeal No. 2331 of 1968, DA 18- 
12-1969. 

Constitution of India, Art 217 (2) (b) 
— “Advocate of a Hi^ Court” — Means 
a person enrolled as advocate of ffigh 
Court and not necessarily practising in 
High Court 

■The egression "an advocate of a High 
Courtf must mean an advocate whose 
name has been enrolled as an advocate 
of a Hi^ Court no matter whether he 
practised in the Hi^ Court itself or in 
Comts subordinate to it or both. AIR 
1967 Mad 344 & AIR 1967 Mad 347, ReL 
on. (Paras 4, 6) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1967) AIR 1967 Mad 344 (V 54)= 

(1967) 1 Mad LJ 275, Sengalani 
Gramani v. Subbayya Nadar 10 

(1967) AIR 1967 Mad 847 (V 54)= 

1967-1 Mad LJ 10, V. G. Row v. 

A. Alagiriswamy 10 

M/s. M. P. Bajpai, S, M, Jain and G. 

N. Wantoo Advocates, for Appellant; Mr. 

O. P. Rana, Advocate (for Nos. 1, 2 and 
5), I. N. Shroff, Advocate (for No. 8), Dr. 
L, M. Singhvi, Senior Advocate (Mr. S. 

P. Nayar, Advocate with him), (for No. 
for Re^ondents. 

The following Judgment of the Court 
was delivered by 

SHELAT, J.: — The appellant filed a 
writ petition in the High Court at Allaha- 
bad for a quo warranto against respon- 
dent 1, challenging therein his appoint- 
ment as a Judge of that High Court. The 
ground on which he challenged the ap- 
pointment was that though respondent 1 
was enrolled as an advocate more than 
20 years ago, Le could not still daim to 
be one who “has for at least ten years 
been an advocate of a High Court” 
within meaning of Artide 217 (2) (b) 
of the Constitution, as admittedly res- 
pondent 1 was all along practising at 
Benaras and not in the ffigh Court. 

2. The writ petition came up for S 
preliminary hearing before W. Broome 

p(ChTl Misc. No. 1433 of 1968, D/- 24-7- 
1903 — All.) 

DN/DN/A1S4/Y0/DHZ/A 
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and G. Kumar, JJ** when it was urged 
that the expression “an advocate of a 
Court” in Article 217 (2) (b) meant an 
advocate practising in the High Court 
and not one practising in a Court or 
Courts subordinate to me High Court In 
support of that interpretation, the langu;* 
age used in Article 124 (3) on the one 
hand and that in Article ^ (2) on the 
other was relied on to show that the Con- 
stitution has employed different language 
in connection with different purposes 
thereby making a deliberate distinction 
behveen “an advocate" and “an advocate 
of a High Court", the former meaning an 
advocate practising in a Court or Courts 
subordinate to the High Court and the 
latter meaning an advocate practising in 
a High Court The contention was mat 
while dealing with the qualifications for 
die post of a District Judge Article 233 

(2) uses the expression *an advocate” a* 
ditinguished from the expression "adviv 
cate of a High Court" in Articles 217 (2) 
ft) and 124 (3) which lay down the quiui- 
fieab’ons for the offices of a Judge of a 
High Cbuit and a Judge of the Supremo 
Court The difference in the lanmage, it 
was contended. Indicated that whereas a 
person to be appointed a District Judge 
need be only on advocate of the pres- 
cribed standing, the one to be appointed 
a Judge either of a High Court or the 
Supreme Court must bo an advocate who 
has practised /or the r«iuired number of 
yean in a High Court or Uvo or more 
High Courts in succession. It was further 
contended that such an indication Is also 
furnished by the language of Article 124 

(3) (a) and (b), in the sense that just as 
the expression "a Judge of a High Court* 
In sub^lause (a) must mean a Judge who 
has worked os a^udge in the High Court; 
the exTuessfan advocate erf a High 
Court" must simQarly mean an advocate 
who has practised in a High Court 

3. There was a difference of opinion 
between the two learned Judges. Eroome, 
J., held that "on a plain reading of tho 
relevant clauses" the correct Interpreta- 
tion of the expression "an advocate of a 
High Court" meant an adv'ocate enrolled 
as an advocate of a High Court, Irrespec- 
tiv-c of whether on such enrolment he 
practised in a High Court or a Court or 
Courts Subordinate to tlie High Court 
G. Kumar, J., on the other hand, ac- 
cepted the contention urged on behalf of 
the appellant and held that the expression 
“an advocate of a High Court" meant one 
who has practised for the required period 
In a High Court and therefore, a person 


who has practised only in a Court or 
Courts Subordinate to the High Court 
would not answer the ^alification re- 
quired under Article 217 (2) (b). Such a 
difference of opinion having tnirt arisen 
between the two learned Judges, the mat- 
ter was referred to Mathur, J., who 
agreed with Broome, J., and thereupon the 
writ petition was dismissed. The presCTt 
appe^ on certificate granted by the Hi^ 
Cmirt challenges the correctness of the 
order dismissing the writ petih'on. 

4. Counsel for the appellant repeated! 

before us the same contentions whicbl 
were urged first before Broome rand 
Kumar, JJ., and later on before Matffiur,! 
J. fo our opinion the language use^d In 
Article 217 (2) (b) is plain ana incafoablel 
of bearing an interpretation other V. than] 
the one p’ven by Broome, and ^jgree-J 
Ing with him by Mathur, J. ^ 

5. One broad point against the ; inter- 
pretation sought by counsel for the % ippel- 
lant would be that the expression Vjj "an 
advocate of a Court" in its or’^jjanary 
plain meaning must mean a peisot>Q < who 
oas by enrolling himself under’ch the 
relevant provisions of law becomjr g an 
advocate of a Higli Court: If it W£ ^ in- 
tended that the qualificab'on under 

de 217 f2) (b) should be that a pet^toa 
appointed to the oOico of a Judge o&a 
Higl) Court should have practised Irv a 
High Court and tliat practising in a Coi.vt • 
or Courts Subordinate to it would not 
answer the qualification, the language 
used in sub-dause (b) of Article 217 (2) 
would have been as follows: 

"A person shall not be qualified for 
appointment as a Judge of a High Court 
iwess be has for at least ten years prao 
tbed as an advocate in a Court or 
in two Or more such Courts in mcffg- 
sfon". 

6. Apart from this aspect, some of the 
earlier statutes bearing on the same sub- 
ject have also used the very same or simi- 
lar expression. The Legal Practitioners 
Act, 1879 defined by Section 3 a *iegal 
practitioner" as meaning an Advocate, 
Vakd or Attorney of any High Court, a 
Pleader, Muklitar or Bevenue-agenL Seo- 
tfon 4 of that Act provided: 

“Every person now or hereafter enter- 
ed as an Ads-ocate or Vakil on the roll 
of any High Court under the Ixjtters 
Patent constituting such Court, or under 
Section 41 of this Act, or enrolled as a 
pleader in the Chief Court of the Punjab 
under Section 8 of this Act. shall bo 
entitled to practise in oil the Courts sub- 
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ordinate to the Court on the roll of which 
he is entered — and any person so en- 
tered who ordinarily practises in the 
Cotirt on the roll of which he is enter- 
ed or some Court subordinate thereto 
shall, notwithstanding an5rthing herein 
, contained, be entitled, as such, to prac- 
tise in any Coiu± in the territories to 
which this Act extends other than a High 
Court on whose roll he is not entered, 

or, with the permission of the Court 

in any Hi^ Court on whose roll he is 

Section 41 of the Act empowered a High 
Court to make rules as to the qualifica- 
tions and admission of proper persons to 
be “Advocates of the Court” and subject 
to such rules to enrol such and so many 
Advocates as it thought fit These pro- 
visions clearly show that advocates en- 
rolled imder Section 41 were enrolled as 
advocates of a High Court and were en- 
titled, once emrolled, to practise either in 
the High Court or Courts subordinate to 
such ffigh Court or both. There was 
thus in the case of advocates so enrolled 
no distinction between those who practic- 
ed in the High Court and those who prac- 
tised in the Courts subordinate to such 
High Court as they were entitled on en- 
rolment, as aforesaid, to practise either 
in the High Court or in Court or Comts 
subordinate thereto or both. The Indian 
Bar Coimcils Act, XXXVTTI of 19^ also 
defined an 'advocate’ meaning one "enter- 
ed in the roll of advocates . of a High 
Court under the provisions of this Act.” 
Section 8 laid down that no person would 
be entitled as of right to practice in any 
High Com-t unless his name was entered 
in the roll of "the advocates of the High 
Court maintained under this Act.” Under 
Section 8 (2), the High Court was requir- 
ed to prepare and maintain "a roll of 
advocates of the High Court” in which 
should be entered the names of (a) all 
persons who were, as advocates, vakils or 
pleaders, entitled as of right to practise 
in the Iligli Court immediately before the 
date on which this section .came into 
force in respect thereof; and (b) all other 
persons who were admitted to be "advo- 
cates of the. High Court” under this Act. 
Section 9 empowered the Bar Council to 
make rules to regulate the admission of 
persons to be “advocates of tlie High 
Court”, and Section 10 gave power to tlie 
Hish Court in the manner therein prorid- 
ed to reprimand, suspend or remove frorn 
practice “any advocate of the High Court” 
whom it found guilty of profession or 
ofoer misconduct Section 14 (1) of the 


Act provided that an advocate, i.e., one 
whose name was entered under this Act 
in the roll of advocates of a High Court, 
shall be entitled as of right to practise 
in the High Court of which he is an 
advocate or in any other Court save as 
otherwise provided by sub-section (2) or 
by or imder any other law for the time 
being in force. Once, tiierefore, the 
name of an advocate was entered in the 
roll of advocates of a High Court under 
one or the other Act, he was entitled to 
practise in the High Court: and in courts 
subordinate thereto or in any other court 
subject of course to the provisions afore- 
said. He was thus an advocate of the 
High Court irrespective of whether he 
practiced m the HiA Court or in the 
courts subordinate thereto, and as seen 
from Section 10 of the Bar Councils Act, 
he became amenable to the disciplinary 
jurisdiction of the High Court by reason 
of his being enrolled as an advocate of 
the Hi^ Court. The expression “an advo- 
cate of a High Court” must, therefore, 
mean, in the light of these provisions, an 
advocate whose name has been enrolled 
as an advocate of a High Court, no mat- 
ter whether he practised in the Hi^ 
Court itself or in courts subordinate to 
it or both. The expression “an advocate 
or a pleader of a High Court” having 
thus acquired the meaning as aforesai<^ 
it must be presumed that a similar ex- 
pression, namely, “a pleader of a High 
Court for a period of not less than ten 
years” was used in the same sense in 
Section 101 (3) (d) of the Government of 
India Act, 1915, when that section laid 
down tlie qualifications for the office of 
a Judge of a High Court in tlie case of 
a pleader. The same phraseology was 
also repeated in Section 220 (8) (d) of the 
Government of India Act, 1935, e.xcept 
for one change, namely, tliat in calculat- 
ing ten years’ standing his standing as 
a pleader of hvo or more High Courts in 
succession was also to be induded, 

7. It wull be noticed that in the latter 
part of sub-section (3) of Section 220, 
which prowded that in calailating the 
period during which a person had been a 
pleader, the period during which he had 
held judicial office after ho became a 
pleader shall be included, the e.-epression 
used is simply a "pleader” and not a 
pleader of any High Court. But the word 
^pleader” in this part of Section 220 (8) 
must obwously mean the same person as 
"die pleader of any High Court" men- 
tionea earlier in the same sub-section 
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because the period during which he hdd 
any Judicial office was to oe reckoned for 
his standing of ten years as a pleader of 
a High Court. This clearly hi^'^ls 
flie point that what Section 220 (3) in the 
1935 Act required as a qualification was 
that a person to be appointed a Judge of 
a Hi^ Court had to have ten yeai^ 
standing as a pleader of anv Hi^ Court 
which meant that he must have oeen en- 
rolled as a pleader of any High Court 
for that period. The question as to 
where he was practising, whether in die 
Court itself or in courts subordinate 
thereto, does not appear to make any 
diflerence. The same phraseoloCT, ex- 
cept for 4e ^anee from the word 'plea- 
der' to the word ‘advocate’ has been 


carried into Article 217 (2) (b). That was 
because under Section 8 of the Bar 
Councils Act the roll which the High 
Court was to prepare and maintain was 
the roll of the advocates of the 
Coinrt which included pleaders enb'lled 
as of right to practise in the High Court 
immediately before the date on whidi 
Section 8 of that Act was brou^t into 
force. 

8. It seems, therefore, indisputable 
that the expression 'pleader of a Hi^ 
Court* used in the Constitution Acts of 
1915 and 1935 and the expression 'an 
advocate of a High Court" used in Ard- 
des 217 (2) (b) and 124 (3) must mean 
respectively a pleader or an advocate 
on the roll as snch of a High Court and 
entitled as of right by that reason to 
practise in the HI^ Court There is 
nothing in any of these provisions to indi- 
cate that on advocate of a Hi^ Court 
can only be that advocate who nas been 
practisiog in the H?^ Court If the 
meaning of the expression "an advocate 
of a Hi^ Court” as suggested on behalf 
of the apx>el]ant were to be accepted, a 
very strange anomaly, as pointed out by 
Broome, J., ^vouId result while constru- 
ing Artide 124 (3), namely, that an advo- 
cate who has practised in the Supreme 
Court for the required period but not 
In a High Court would not be dl^Ie for 
the office of a Judge of the Supreme 
Court. For these reasons we are id 
agreement with Broome and Matbnr, JJ., 
on the construction placed by them on 
Artide 217 (2) (b). The first contention of 
cotmsd for the appellant 'therefore, must 
Cafl. 

9. Counsel next relied on Artide 233 
(2) in s upp o rt of the co nstru ction sug- 


gested by him of Artide 217 (2) (b) ^d 
poiut^ out that wherever the Constitu- 
tion did not wish to insist on an ap- 
pointee having been an advocate practis- 
ing in a High Court; it has used a differ- 
ent expression, namely, an advocate sim- 
pliciter, as in Artide 2^ (2). /^de 233 
deals with appointmesit of District Judges 
and dause 2 thereof provides ^t a per- 
son not already in tne service of the 
Union or the State shall only be eligible 
to be appointed a District Judge if he has 
been for not less than seven years an 
advocate or a pleader and is recommend- 
ed by the High Court for appointment. 
It is true that in this clause the word 
"advocate* is used without the qualifying 
vrortls “of a High Court". It is difficult 
however, to see how the fact that the 
word "advocate" only used in connection 
widi the appointment of a District Judge 
would assist counsel in the construction 
Suggested by him of the expression “advo- 
cate of any High Court" in Artide 217, or 
that that expression must mean an advo- 
cate who has had the necessary number 
of years' practice In the Const itself, 
The distinction, if any, between the 
words "an advocate* in Artide 233 (2) 
and the words "an advocate of a 
Court" in Artide 217 f2) (b) has no signi- 
ficance in any event alter the coming Into 
force of the Advocates Act, 1961, as by 
Virtue of Section 16 of that Act there 
are now only two classes of persons en- 
titled to practice, namely, senior advo- 
cates and other advocates. 

10. We find that in two of its deci- 
sions, in Sengalani Cramanl v. Subbayya 
Nadar, AIR 1967 Mad 344 and V. G. Row 
y. A. Alagiriswanw, AIR 1967 Mad 347, 
the Hifb Court ot Madras also has later- 
ptefed Artide 217 (2) (b) in the same 
manner as %ve have done. In our view 
the instruction of Artide 217 (2) fb) ad- 
opted by Broome, J., and on a reierenco 
to him by Mathur, J., is correct The 
result is that the appial fails and is dis- 
missed with costs. One hearing fee only. 


Appeal dismissed. 
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AIR 1970 SUPREME COURT 1065 
(V 57 C 225) 

(From: Madras)* 

1. C. SHAH, V. RAMASWAMI, G. K. 
MUTER, K. S. HEGDE, AND 
A- N. GROVER, JJ. 

Ulias, Appellant v. The Collector of 
Customs, Madras, Respondent; Behramji 
Merwanji Damania, Intervener. 

Criminal Appeal No, 45 of 1967, D/- 
31-10-1968. 

(A) Customs Act (1962), Sec. 104 — - 
‘'Otfaermse” — Meaning. 

The word “otherwise” clearly relates to 
releasing a person who has been arrested 
and cannot possibly be construed as in- 
vesting the customs officer with aU the 
powers which an officer-in-charge of a 
police station can exercise imder Chapter 
XIV of the Criminal Procedure Code. 

(Para 8) 

(B) Evidence Act (1872), Section 25 — 
“Police Officer^ — Customs Officer is not 
“police officer” — (Customs Act (1962), 
Section 104) — (Criminal P. C. (1S98), 
Sections 162, 163). 

Even though imder the new Customs 
Act of 1962 a Customs Officer has been 
invested with many powers which were 
not to be found in the provisions of the 
old Sea Customs Act of 1878, he cannot 
be regarded as a “police officer” within 
the meaning of Section 25 of the Evi- 
dence Act and the statements made 
before him by a person who is arrested 
or against whom an inquiry is made are 
not covered by Section 25 of the Evi- 
dence Act. AIR 1970 SC 940 & AIR 
1962 SC 276 & AIR 1966 SC 1746 & 
(1968) 1 SCWR 237, ReL on; AIR 1964 SG 
828, Expl. & disting. (Para 14) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1970) AIR 1970 SC 940 (V 57)= 
Criminal Appeal No. 27 of 1967, 

D/- 18-10-1968, Ramesh Chandra 
Mehta v. State of West Bengal 14 
(1967) Criminal Appeals Nos. 52 and 
104 of 1965, D/- 12-12-1967= 

(1968) 1 SCWR 237, P. Shankar 
Lai V. AssL Collector of Customs, 
Madras 3 

(1966) AIR 1966 SC 1746 (V 53)= 

(1966) 3 SCR 698= 1966 Cri LJ 
1353, Badku Joti Savant v. State 
of Mysore 4, 12, 13, 14 

*(Cri. Revn. Petn. No. 1350 of 1965, D/- 
9-9- 1966 — Mad.) 

■CN/CN/F328/68/VBB/A ' 


(1964) AIR 1964 SG 828 (V 51)= 

(1964) 2 SCR 752= 1964 (1) Cri 
LJ 705, Raja Ram Jaiswal v. State 
of Bihar 4 12, 13 

(1962) AIR 1962 SG 276 (V 49)= 

(1962) 8 SCR 838= 1962 (1) Cri 
Lj 217, State of Punjab v. Barkat 
Ram 4, 9, 11, 12, 13 

M/s. N. H. Hingorani, R. Jethamalani 
and Idrs. K. Hingorani, Advocates, for 
Appellant; Mr. Niren De, SoHcitor-Gene- 
ral-of-India, and Mr, N. S. Bindra, Senior 
Advocate, (M/s. R. H. Dhebar and S. P. 
Nayar, Advocates, with him), for Respon- 
dent; M/s. K. R. Chaudhuri and K. 
Rajendra Chaudhari, Advocates, for Inter- 
vener. 

The Judgment of the Court was deli- 
vered by 

GROVER, J.: — The main point in this 
appeal, by special leave, is whether the 
statements of the appellant and other ac- 
cused persons recorded by the customs 
authorities under the provisions of the 
Customs Act 1962 (Act 52 of 1962), here- 
inafter called the New Act; were admis- 
sible in evidence at their trial for tihe al- 
leged offences under Section 120'B of 
the Indian Penal Code read with Sec- 
tion 185 of the New Act and Sections 23 
(lA) and 23B of the Foreign Exchange 
Relation Act 1947 and tmder Rule 131-B 
of the Defence of India Rules, 

2. The facts need not be stated in 
great detail A complaint was laid by the 
Collector of Customs, Madras, against 10 
persons for having committed the above 
offences. The complaint related to an 
occurrence which involved transport of 
750 bars of gold each weighing 10 tolas 
valued at more than 7 lacs from Bombay 
to Madras. The statements of the ac- 
cused persons were recorded by the Ins- 
pector of Customs and other customs au- 
tiiorities before the complaint was filed. 
After a preliminary enquiry the Second 
Presidency Magistrate, George Town, 
Madras committed 9 of the accused per- 
sons to stand their trial at die City Ses- 
sions Court, the charges being confined 
to the transaction connected TOth 700 bars 
of gold only. Seventeen charges were 
framed on October 29, 1965, by the learn- 
ed Sessions Judge against the appellant 
and eight odier accused persons for the • 
various offences mentioned above. When 
the hearing before the Sessions Court 
commenced the prosecution sou^t to file 
the statements of the accused persons 
recorded by the customs authorities. Cer- 
tain preliminary objections were raised 
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on behalf of lie accused to tiie admis- 
aliflity of those statements. The first was 
that the officers of the customs depart- 
ment who had recorded the statements 
must be deemed to be police officers and 
the statements being of a confessional 
nature were not admissible in evidence by 
virtue of the provisions of Section 25 of 
the Indian Evidence Act The second 
objectiori was that the investigation con- 
ducted by the Customs Officer must be 
deemed to be under Chapter XfV read 
with Section 5 (2) of the Criminal Proce- 
dure C^e and the statements thus be- 
came inadmissible under Section 161 read 
with Section 162 of the Code. The fhml 
objection was based on Article 20 (3) of 
the Constitution involving testimonial 
compulsion. This objection was not men- 
tioned in the order of the learned Ses- 
sions Judge but it was alleged to be rais- 
ed before the High Court The matter 
went up to the High Court on the Revi- 
sional Side because the learned Sessions 
Judge took the siew that the statements 
given by the accused penons to the Cus- 
toms Officers could net be received to evi- 
dence. The leaned Single Judge who 
heard the revision i)etib'on, referred the 
folimving questions to a foil bench owing 
(0 their importance: 

“Are statements recorded by enquiring 
officers of the Ctistoms Department under 
Section 207 (103) of the Customs Ac!^ 
1962. inadmissible in evidence in a cri- 
minal trial by reason of the bar unden 

(1) Section 23 of the Indian Evidence Act; 

(2) Sa:iion 162 of the Criwina} Procedum 
C^e; and (3) Art 20 (3) of the Constito- 
tion.“ 

Tlie Full Bench answered all the three 
questions against the accused persons. 
Only one out of them, Blias, has appeal- 
ed to tills Court 

3. Learned Counsel for the appellant 
has not pressed the Second point As nv 
prds the third point. It was conceded 
before the Full Bench of the High Court 
tliat when the statements svene recorded 
the investigation had not reached the 
stage when the particular persons had 
been accused of an offence within the 
meaning of Article 20 (3) of the Cbnstf- 
tution. In viesv of this concession IcaitH 
cd coimsel for the appellant has submit- 
ted that the matter be left undecided so 
tint it may be open to the appellant to 
make whatever submissions he wishes to 
make before the Trial Court svhen any 
such statement is foTmaHy tendered for 
admission into evidence. 


4. Adverting to the first point the maid 
endeavour of roe counsel for the appellant 
has been to demonstrate by reference to 
various pro^^sions of the new Act that 
statements recorded by the Customs Ao- 
Aorities of a confessional nature would 
be hit by the provisions of Section 25 of 
the Evidence Act In Stale of Punjab v. 
Barkat Ram, (1962) 3 SCR 338= (AIR 
19^ SC 276), it was held by the majo- 
rity that Customs Officers were not police 
officers for the purpose of Section 25 of 
the Evidence Act and the statements to 
Customs Officers were admissible in evi- 
dence at the trial of persons accused of 
offences, inter under the Sea Cus- 
toms Act 1878, hereinafter called the 
“old Act.” It has been submitted that a 
later decision of this Court in Raja Raril 
Jaiswal V. State of Bihar, (1964) 2 SCR 
732= (AIR 1964 SC 828) which related 
to the question whether an Excise Inspe^ 
tor exercising powers under the Bihar & 
Orissa Eidse Act was a police officer for 
the purposes of Section 25 of the Evi- 
dence Act goes a great deal in favour 
of the appeilant particularly when tbo 
provisions of the new Act wherein sub- 
stantial departure has been made £im 
those of the old Act are kept in view. As 
will be presently seen there Is yet a third 
decision of the constitution bench of this 
Court in Badku Joti Savant v. State of 
M>-sore, (1906) 3 SCR 698= (AIR i960 
SC 1746} which related to the provisions 
of the Central Excises and Salt Act which 
goes against the contention passed by the 
counsel for the apjiellant. At any rate 
it does not appear ^at the majority view 
expressed in Barkat Ham's case, (1962) 3 
SCR 338= (AIR 1962 SC 276) has been 
shaken in any manner so far as state- 
ments rocordra by a Customs Officer 
under the old Act are concerned. Indeed 
in 0 recent decision of this Court P. 
Shankar Lai v. Asstt CoDeefor of Cus- 
toms, Madras, Criminal Appeals Nos. 52 
and 104 of 1963, D/- 12-12-1967 (SQ, it 
has been reaffirmed that there is no con- 
flict behveen the cases of Raja Ram Jais- 
wal, 1901-2 SCR 752= (AIR 1901 SC 
828) and Barkat Ram, (1962) 3 SCR 338= 
(AIR 1962 SC 276), the former being dis- 
linguhhabJe from the latter- 

5. Before the previous pronotmeo- 
ments of Uiis Court are discussed it Js 
necessary to compare the relevant provi- 
sions of the new Act and the old Act 

6. Under the old Act Section 173 pro- 
vided that persons reasonably suspected 
of offences under that Act mignt be arrest- 
ed by any officer of Customs or other 
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persons duly employed for tie preven- 
tion of smuggling. Under tie new Act 
according to Section 104 if an officer of 
customs empowered in tiis behalf by 
general or special order of the Collector 
of Customs has reason to beieve that 
any person has been guilty of an offence 
Xnmishable under Section 135, he may 
arrest such person. As regards the power 
to search. Chapter XVJLl of the old Act 
contained the relevant provisions. Sec- 
tion 169 conferred the power on a Cus- 
toms Officer to search, on a reasonable 
suspicion. Under Section 170 when anv 
officer of customs was about to search 
any person under the provisions of Serv 
tion 169 such person could require that 
officer to take him, previous to search, 
before the nearest magistrate or customs- 
collector. SecUoa 172 conferred power 
on a Magistrate to issue search warrants 
on an application by the customs-collec- 
tor. In the new Act Section 100 confers 
tte power to search suspected persons 
entering or leaving India. Section 102 
contains provision analogous to Sec. 170 
of the old Act witli some minor differ- 
ences. Under the old Act every person 
arrested on the grotmd tliat he had been 
guilty of an offence under that Act had 
to be forthwith taken to the nearest 
Magistrate or customs-collector, (Sec- 
tion 174). Under the new Act Section 104 
(2) prowdes that every person arrested 
shall, without imnecessary delay, be taken 
to a Magistrate. Lastly Section 171A of 
^e old Act conferred power on Customs 
Officer to summon persons to give evi- 
dence and produce documents. Under 
the new Act Section 107 gives the power 
to Customs Officers empowered by gene- 
ral or special order of collector of cus- 
toms to examine persons acquainted with 
the facts and circumstances of the case 
or to require any person to produce or 
deliver any document. Section 108 con- 
fers power on a gazetted officer of cu^ 
toms to summon persons for giving evi- 
dence or producing documents. 

7. The substantial difference, how- 
ever, between the two enactments as has 
been pointed out by the High Court re- 
lates to (1) the procedure after arrest; (2) 
the procedure for enquiry or investigation 
and (3) the procedure for search. 

8. As regards the procedure after ar- 
rest a significant change which has been 
made in the new Act is contained in sub- 
section (3) of Section 104. It is prowded 
thereby tliat where an officer of customs 
has arrested any person under sub-sec- 


faon (1) he shall, for the purpose of re- 
leasing such person, on bail or otherwnse 
Imve the same power and be subject to 
the same prowsions as the olficer-m- 
charge of a police station has and is sub- 
ject to under the Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure. Sub-section (4), however, makes 
an offence tmder the new Act non-cogni- 
zable notwithstanding anting contained 
in the Code of Criminal Procedure (the 
offences under the old Act were also non- 
cognizable). In the old Act there was no 
provision conferring the power of releas- 
ing a person on bail or otherwise on a 
Cjjstoms Officer and only a Magistrate 
could grant bail. A great deal of em- 
phasis has been laid by the counsel lor 
the appellant on the power of granting 
bail which has now been given to a Cus- 
toms Officer under the new Act. It is 
pointed out that such a power goes a 
long way and assists a great deal in ex- 
tortion of confessions against which Sec- 
tion 25 of the Evidence Act contains the 
main safeguards. It has also been con- 
tended that all the powers of an officer- 
in-charge of the pohce station under the 
Code of Criminal Procedure have been 
conferred on an officer of Customs in the 
matter of releasing an arrested person on 
bail or otherwise. It has even been sug- 
gested by the appellants counsel that the 
word "otherwise” invests the Customs 
Officer with all the powers which an offi- 
cer-in-charge of a p olic e station can exer- 
cise under Chapter XIV of the Code. It 
may be obsen^ed at once tliat the word 
"otherwuse” clearly relates to releasing a 
person who has been arrested and cannot 
possibly be construed in the manner sug- 
gested by the learned connseL 

9. In the old Act the prorisions con- 
taining the procedure for enquiry were 
to be foimd in Section 17IA. As stared 
before, any Officer of Customs duly em- 
ployed in the prevention of smuggling 
had the power to summon any person 
whose attendance he considered neces- 
sary either to tender evidence or to pro- ■ 
duce a document in any enquiry which 
such officer was making in connection 
with smutting of goods. Any person so 
summoned was bound to attend either in 
person or by an authorised agent and he 
was also boimd to state the truth upon 
any subject respecting W'hich he was exa- 
mined or make a statement and to pro- 
duce such documents and other things as 
migjit be required. Every such enquiry 
was by a deeming provision to bo a judi- 
cial proceeding within tlie meaning of 
Sections 193 and 228 of the Indian Penal 
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Code Under tbe new Act tie enqmry in order to test vj^dity of the mgu- 
can be of two lands. Under Section 107 ment ra&ed on behalf of the ap^ant 


any Officer of Customs empower^ by 
the Collector of Customs can require sny 
p^on to produce or deliver any docu- 
ment etc., or he can examine any person 
acquainted with the facts and orciimstan- 
ces of the case. Section 1C8 cootains the 
second set of powers which are analogoos 
to Section 171A. of the old Act, the two 
sections being almost similar in language. 
The contention on behalf of the appel- 
lant is that Section 107 of the new Act 
gives power of investigation to officers of 
customs similar to those exercisable by a 
police officer under Chapter XIV of the 
Criminal Procedure Code. Now a Police 
officer under Section 160 of the Code can, 
by an order in writing, require the attend- 
ance of any person within the limits of 
his own or any adjoining staCon and he 
can under Section 181 examine orally any 
person supposed to b© acquainted wila 
the facts and eucumstances of the case. 
The submission of the appellant’s counsd 
therefore is that Section 107 is simdar to 
Sections 160 and 161 and the Customs 
Officer conducting an enquiry or investl- 
ntioD relating to offences under the new 
Act enjoys the same power as a police 


thftt- o%vine to the substantial rhmiges 
made in the new Act statements of a con- 
fessional nature recorded by the Custontf 
Officers should be excluded under Sec. 23 
of the Evidence Act on the ground that 
these officers are police officers within 
the meaning of that section. In the majo 
rity judgment in Barkat Ram’s case, 
(1962) 3 SCR 338= (AIR 1962 SC 276) a 
comparison was made between the dutiej 
and powers of police officers and Cus- 
toms Officers which may be summarised 
as follows: 

(1) The police is the instrument for the 
prevention and detection of crime whic^ 
can be said to be the main object of 
having the police. The powers of Cus*- 
toms Officers are really not for such pur- 
pose and are meant for decking the 
smuggling of gcx>ds and doe jealimtion 
of customs duties and for determining 

action to be taken in the interest or 
the revenue of the country by way of con- 
fiscation of goods on which no duty bad 
been paid and by imposing penalties and 
fines. 

(2) The custoxDS staS bas merely to 
nme & report in relation to offences 


officer TTiatrfn g an Investigation under which are to be dealt with by a hfa^^ 


Chapter XEv of the Code of Cruoinal 
Procure. It Is pointed out that under 
the old Act DO such powers were confer' 
ted on the Customs Officer and it was 
with reference to Section 171A of the old 
Act that this Court in Barkat Ram’s cisev 
(1962) 8 SCR 835= (AIR 1902 SC 27® 
laid emphasis on the judicial nature of 
the proceedings held under that section. 

The distinction, it Is smd, no longer - - - , 

obtains owing to the provisions of object of safeguarding the revenues of the 


trate. The -Customs Officer, tnerefore. Is 
not primarily ccncemed with the deteo* 
tJoa and punishment of dime but he is 
merely interested in the detection and 
prevention of smuggling of goods and 
safeguarding the reem’eiy of customs 
duties. 

(3) The powers of seardi etc., confer- 
red on the Customs Officers are of a 
l^ted rAaracter and have a limited 


tion 107 of the new Act 
10. As regards the ptooedare for 
seardi the important change which has 
been mad© in the new Act is that under 
Section 103 if the Assistant Collectcr of 
Customs has reason to believe that any 
goods liable to conGseation or any docu- 
ments or things are secreted in arw place, 
he may authorise any Officer of 6ustotr» 
to seardi or may himself search for sndi 
goods, documents or things. U^cr the 
old Act it wus neces sa ry to obtain a war- 
rant from a Magistrate in acondance with 
Section 172 and the warrant could be 
esecnled in the snue way and bad the 
same effect as a search w a rr an t issued 
under the law relating to erimiriftl proce- 
dure. 


Stale and the statute Itself rdfers to police 
officer! fa contradhtfnetion to Costoms 
Officers. 

(4) If a Customs Officer takes evidence 
under Section 171A and there Is an ad- 
mission of guilt, it will be too much to 
say that that statement is a confession 
to a police officer as a police officer never 
acts judicially and no proceeding brforo 
him is deemed to be a judicial proceed- 
ing for the purpose of Sections 193 and 
228 of the Indian Penal Code or for any 
other puroose. 

12. Adverting to Raja Ram TaiswaTs 
case. (1964) 2 SCR 732= (AIR 1901 SC 
828) It is signiScant that by virtue of Seo- 
tioa 77 (2) read with Section 78 (3) of 
file Bihar & Orissa Excise Ac^ 1913, an 


IL An examination of the pim-ious faspee t o r or Sub-Inspector was deemed 
deci si ega of this Court may xtow be made to be an officer-in-diarge of a pntfiw* 
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^tion and was entitled to investigate 
any offence under the Excise Act. He 
could exerdse all the powers which an 
officer-in-charge of a police station could 
exercise under Chapter XIV of the Code. 
It was therefore held by the majority that 
a confession recorded by an Excise Offi- 
cer during an investigation into an excise 
offence could not reasonably be regarded 
as anything different from a confession 
to a police officer. Barlcat Ham’s case, 
(1962) 3 SCR 338= (AIR 1962 SC 276) 
was distinguished on a number of 

S ounds, Cffie was that the Exdse Officer 
d not exercise any judicial power just 
as the Customs Officer did under the Sea 
Customs Act 1878; secondly the Customs 
Officer was not deemed to be an officer- 
in-charge of a police station and there- 
fore he could not exercise powers of such 
an officer imder the Code of Cii- 
minal Procedure. Further the Cus- 
toms Officer could make an enquiry but he 
had no power to investigate into an 
offence under Section 156 of the Code. 
Even though some of the powers set out 
in Chapter XVH of the Sea Customs Act 
were analogous to those of the pohce 
officer rmder the Code, they were not 
identical with those of a police officer 
and were not derived from or by refer- 
ence to the Code. It was pertinently ob- 
served that the Customs Officer was not 
entitled to submit a report to a Magis- 
trate under Section 190 of the Code with 
a view that cogm'zance of the offence be 
taken' by a Magistrate. It was then said 
at p, 766 (of SCR)= (at p. 833 of AIR): 

'The t^ for determining whether 
such a person is a “poh'ce officer” for the 
purpose of Section 25 of the Evidence 
Act would, in our judgment, be whether 
the powers of a police officer which are 
conferred on him or which are exercis- 
able by him because he is deemed to be 
an officer-in-charge of a poh'ce station 
establish a direct or substantial relation- 
ship wiii the prohibition enacted by Sec- 
tion 25, that is, the recording of a confes- 
sion. In other words, the test would be 
whether the powers are such as would 
tend to facilitate the obtaining by him of 
a confession from a suspect or a delin- 
quent If th^ do, then it is unnecessary 
to consider the dominant purpose for 
which he is appointed or the quesb'on 
as to what other powers he enjoys,” 
Emphasis was laid on the poh'ce officers 
having such powers. which enable them to 
axercise a kind of authority over the per- 
sons arrested which fadhtete the obtain- 
ing from them statements which may be 


of mciimmatmg nature. The case of Rajs 
Ram Jaiswal, (1964) 2 SCR 752= (AIR 
1964 SC 828) came up for discussion in 
the third of series of ihese cases, 
namely, (1966) 3 SCR 698= (AtR 1966 
SC 1746). The appellant there had been 
found in possession of contraband gold. 
He was prosecuted rmder Section 167 (81) 
of the Sea Customs Act read with Sec- 
tion 9 of the Land Customs Act A ques- 
tion arose whether the statement made 
by the appellant to the Deputy Superin- 
tendent of Customs and Excise was ad- 
missible in evidence. The contention 
raised was that the Central Excise Offi- 
cer under the Central Excises and Salt 
Act (Act 1 of 1944),^hereinafter called the 
‘’Central Excise Act”, was a police officer 
within the meaning of those words in Seo 
tion 25 of the Evidence Act Therefore 
even thou^ the Deputy Superintendent 
of Customs and Central Excise had acted 
under the power conferred on him by 
the Sea Customs^ Act, he was still a 
police officer and the statement made to 
him which was in the nature of a con- 
fession was inadmissible in evidence. This 
Coiut referred to the difference of opinion 
among the High Courts as to the mean- 
ing of the words "pohce officer” used in 
Section 25 of the Evidence Act. One view 
was that those words must be construed 
in a broad way and ah officers would be 
pohce officers within the meaning of those 
words if they had the powers of the pohce 
officer with respect to investigation of 
offences with which they were concerned 
even if they were pohce officers properly 
so called or not The narrow view was 
that these words in Section 25 meant a 
pohce officer properly so called and did 
not include officers of other departments 
of Government who might be charged 
with the duty to investigate, under spe- 
cial Acts, special crimes like the excise 
or customs offences etc. The Coiut pro- 
ceeded on the assumption that the broad 
view was correct. After examining the 
various provisions of the Central Excise 
Act and in particular Section 21 it was 
observed that a pohce officer for the pur- 
pose of Clause (lA of Section 190 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure could only 
be one property so called. A Central 
Excise Officer had to make a complaint 
under Cl. (1) of Section 190 of the Code 
to a magistrate to enable him to take 
cognizance of an offence committed 
under the special statute. The argu- 
ment that a Central Excise Officer under 
Section 21 (2) of the Cenlral Excise Act 
had all the powers of an officer-in-chatgO 
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of a police station under Chapter XHT 
of the Code and therefore he must ^ 
considered to be a poUce ofBw wjbintte 
meaning of those words m Sec. 2o of the 
Evidence Act was repelled for the reason 
that though such oIBcer had the power of 
an olTicer-in-charge of a police station he 
did not have the power to submt a 
charge-sheet under Section 173 of tho 
Code. Raja Ram Jais\val’s case, (1964) 

2 SCR 752= (AIR 1964 SC 828) was 
distinguished on the ground that Sec- 
tion 21 of the Central Excise Act was in 
terms different from Section 78 (3) of 
Biar and Orissa Excise Act 1915 which 
provided that for the purpose of Sec- 
tion 156 of the Code of Criminal Proce- 
dure the Excise Officer empowered under 
Section 77 (2) of that Act shall be deem- 
ed to be the officcr-in-charge of a police 
station. Ihe follovnng observations at 
page 764 (of SCn)= (at p. 1749 of AIR) 
are indeed importimt: 

“All that Sertion 21 provides Is that 
for the purpose of his enquiry, a Ceo- 
trj Excise Officer shall have the powers 
of an officcr-ln<harge of a police station 
when invesHgatog a cognizable case. 
But even so it appears that these powers 
do not Include the power to submit a 
charge-sheet under Section 173 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure, for unlike 
the Bihar and Orissa Excise Act, the Cen- 
tral Excise Officer is not deemed to be 
an officer-in-charge of a police station." 

13. It was reiterated that the appel- 
lant could not take advantage of the deci- 
sinn in Raja Ram Jaiswal's case, (1964) 2 
SCR 7S2= (AIR 1964 SC 823) and that 
Barkat Rams case, (1962) 3 SCR 338=* 
(AIR 1962 SC 276) was more apposite, 
liio ratio of the aedsion In Badku Jot! 
Savant's case, (1966) S SCR 698= (AIR 
1966 SC 1740) is that even If an officer 
under the sp^al Act has been invested 
with most of the powers whldi an offl- 
cer-fn-diarge of a police station exerdses 
when im-cstigating a cognizable offence 
he does not thereby become a police offi- 
cer within the meaning of Section 25 of 
the Evidence Act unless he is empo w ered 
to file a charge-sheet under Section 173 
of the Code of Criminal Procedure. 

14, Learnt Cminsel for the o{mIlant 
when fa«red with the above difficulty has 
gone to the extent of suggesting that by 
necessarv ImpUcnUon the power to file a 
ciarge-sheet flows fcomv some of the 


Oudh Sugar Mills Ltd. v. Union of India A.LH. 

would be contrary to all rules of inter-i 
pretation to spell out any such spedal 
power from any of the provisions con- 
tained in the new Act. Ri this view of 
file mdter even though under the new 
Act a Customs Officer has been invested 
with many powers which were not to be 
found in the provisions of the old Act, 
he cannot be regarded as a police officer 
within the meaning of Section 25 of the 
Evidence Act In two recent decisions 
of this Court in which the judgments were 
delivered only on October 18, 1968, i.e., 
Ramesh Chandra Mehta v. State of West 
Bengal, Criminal Appeal No. 27 of 1967, 
(reported in AIR 1^0 SC 940) and Dady 
Adavji Fatakia v. E. X. Ganguli, Asstt Col- 
lettor of Customs, CrL Appeal No. 48 
of 1968 (since reportM in AIR 
1970 SC 940) the view expressed 
fa Barkat Ram's case, (1962) 3 

SCR 338= (AIR 1962 SC 276) with refer- 
ence to the old Act has been re- 
affirmed on the question under con- 
sideration and it has been held that 
under the new Act also the position re- 
mains the same. This is what has been 
said in Dady Adavj! Fatalda's case, CrL 
Appeal No. 46 of 1968 (reported io AIR 
3970 SC 9i0>: 

"For reasons set out in the Judgment 
in Cii. Aijpl. No. 27 of 1967= (reqwrted in 
AIR 1970 SC 040) and the Judgment of 
this Court in Badku Joti Savant's case, 
(1960) 3 SCR 693= (AIR 1966 SC 1748) 
we are of the view that a Customs Officer 
is under the Act of 1962 not a police 
officer within the meaning of Section ^ 
of the Evidence Act and the statements 
made before him by a person who is ar- 
rested or against whom an inquiry is 
made are not covered by Section ^ of 
the Indian Evidence Act*" 

This appeal falls and it is dismissed. 

Appeal dismissed. 
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(V 57 C 226) 

J. C. SHAH AND K. S. HEGDE, JJ. 
Oudh Sugar Mills .Ltd., etc., AppclJanb 
V. Union of India and others. Respon- 
dents. 

Civil Appeals No. 1530-1532 of 190). 
D/- 17-10-1969. 

Constitution of Bsdia, Article 19 (1) (g) 
— Right to trade — Restrictions — Even 


.. Restrictions — Even 

-- - . , , order made on basis of law should be rea- 

™ of nish Court 


— — / — - SUIUtUiU - 

red under the new Act and \^at a Ois- versed) 
toms Officer Is entitled to even 


this power. It is difficult andMndeed ft CN/DN/F225/69/DHZ/A 
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Ei^t to trade is a guaranteed freedom. 
That right can be restricted only by law, 
considered by the Cou^ as re^onable 
in the circumstances. Not omy the law 
restricting the freedom should be re^on- 
able; the orders made on the basis or 
that law should also be reasonablc.^^ 

Where the order made by fte Director 
in exercise of the powers tmder CL 5 ot 
the Sugar (Control) Order, 1966 read with 
the Notification No. 1750 /Ess.Com/ SugM 
dated 20-11-1967 releasing sugar for sale 
in open market aUowed to the sugar 
company for disposal of sugar only 26 

^^Held that the period of 26 daj^ could 
not be considered as reasonable, m wew 
of the fact that the sugar would have 
to be sent out of States in which it w^ 
nroduced and transported throu^ rail- 
way. audgement of High g) 

^'^The following Judgment of the Court 
was delivered by , , 

hegde, J.: — In tt®se appeals by certi- 
ficate just one question ^es for dem- 
sion and that question is ^Jejer (he 
Central Government was justified m r^ 
fosing extension of time to the appeUants 
to dear sugar released for sale m the 
open market? 

2 The Appellants (Companies nicor- 
porkted under the Indian Compames Act) 
Lrry on business inter aha of 
Sufacturing and selling 
have their factories either m Uttar Pra- 
dek or in Bihar. By a no^cation dated 
Tune 10, 1966 the Central Government m 
exercise of the powers confeired on it by 
Section 3 of the Essential Commoibes 
Act 1935 (Act X of 1955) promdgated the 
s2ar (Control) Order, 1966. Clause 4 of 
that Order restricted the sale of sugar 
by producers. It reads: 

“No producer shall sell or agree to 
or otherwise dispose of sugar or dehi^ 
or agree to dehver sugar, or remove ^y 
sugiw from the bonded godo^vm of the 
factory in which it is produced, except 

under and in nccord^ce wath a dic- 
tion issued in ^VIiting by the Central Gov- 
ernment or the Qnol ,qpv- g 

‘ Bv order dated November 16, 1967, bie 
Sugar (Control) Order, 1966 was amended 
and the above-mentioned clause 4 was 
substituted by the following clause:— 
“The Central Government may dirert 
that no producer shall seU or to 

sell or otherwise dispose of, or deliver ot 
fcle to deliver any kind of sugar or re- 


move any kind of sugar from the bonit 
ed godowns of the factory in which it is 
produced, except under and in accordance 
with a direction issued in writing by the 
Central Government.” 

On August 16, 1967, the Minister for 
Food and Agriculture announced the 
sugar pohcy for 1967-68. According to 
that pmicy quantity equal to 60 per cent 
of the production achieved in every fac- 
tory from October 1, 1966 to Septem- 
ber SO, 1967 will be procured from each 
of them at a fixed levy price. Factories 
will be free to seU the balance of their 
production at the free market price sub^- 
ject to releases sactioned by the Gov- 
ernment of India. A press note dated 
October 21, 1967, was issued announcing 
the above pohcy. By notification No. 
1750/ESS.Com/Sugar dated November 
20, 1967 the powers conferred by clauses 
inter aha 4 and 5 of the Sugar (Control) 
Order 1966 are made exercisable by die 
Chief Director or Director in the Direc- 
torate of Sugar and Vanaspati Ministry 
of Food, Agriculture Community Deve- 
lopment and Co-operation (Department 
of Food). 


8. In exercise of the powers confer- 
red by dause 5 of the Sugar (Control) 
Order, 1966 read wth aforesaid notifica- 
tion dated 20th November 1966, Kespon- 
dent No. 2, the Director issued release 
orders dated December 23, 1967 whereby 
he permitted the appehants to sell the 
quantity of sugar mentioned in each one 
of those orders in the open market. Those 
orders were received by the appehants 
on the 27th December, 1967. Thereunder 
they were required to dispose of sugar 
released for sale in the open market 
on or before January 22, 1968. Imme- 
diately after receiving die order, the ap- 
pellants entered into contracts vith the 
dealers for the sale of sugar. Tliey also 
applied for railway wagons for transport 
of that sugar to the States outside their 
own. Most of the Sugar released for 
open sale was removed from their go- 
downs within the time prescribed but 
each of die appellants was not able to 
put into open market a fraction ot the 
sugar released for sale in the open mar- 
ket as the railway wagons were not made 
available to diem in time due to soma 
dilficulty or other on the part ot the 

B^'is satisfactorily proved that tho 
appellants have taken every possible stt^ 
to dispose of the sugar released for s:^ 
in the open market immediately after they 
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jeceived the release orders. Ji they 
have not been able to dispose or some 

f ortion of the sugar released, it is not 
ue to any fault of theirs It is ratirely 
due to drcurristances beyond their con* 
bol. 

g. It is admitted by the respondents 
that a decision had been taken to rive 
the producers 80 days time for disposal of 
the sugar released for sale in the ox>en 
market It is proved diat in the case of 
the appellants only 26 dsys had heen 
given for the disposal of that sugar. 

6. It must he remembered that ri^dit 
to trade is a guaranteed freedom. 

[right can be restricted only by law, con- 
.sidered by Ae Courts as reasonable in the 
[drcumstances. Not only the law restrict- 
inc the freedom should be reasonable, the 
loideis made on the basis of that law 
[should also be reasonable. It is clear 
[that the sugar released for sale in the 
open market will have to be ordinarily 
jsent out of the States in which they are 
produced For doing so, the concerned 
pToducen will have to enter into con* 
tracts with dealers at far oS places. 
hereafter the sugar will have to be trans* 
[ported to places of dismal mainly 
through railways. Taking ^ the drcum* 
stances into consideration, wo do not 
[think tiiat the period of ^ days given 
for disposal of me sugar Is in any manner 
generous. That being so, wo are clearly 
[of the opinion that the 26 days time ^>*00 
to the appellants for the disiwsal ot the 
jsugar cannot bo considered as reason- 
[able. We think that the second respon- 
dent unreasonably rei’ected the appell^t^ 
[request to extend the time for the dis- 
posal of the sugar released for sale fa 
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(V 57 C 227) 

(From: AIR 1966 GuJ 200) 

V. BHARGAVA AND K. S. HEGDE, JJ- 

Sayed Rehmanmiya Mustafamiya and 
oibers. Appellants v. State of Gujarat and 
odieis. Respondents. 

Civd Appeals Nos, 2488 and 2470-2479 
of 1966, D/- 2-12-1969. 

Tenancy Laws — Saurashtra Barldmli 
Abolition Act (26 of 1951), Section 19 (1) 
“Surveyed and settled" — Words refer 
to su rvey and s ettle ment under Chap- 
ters Vin and VntA rf Bombay Land 
Revenue Code and not to Section 52 of 
the Code — AIR 1966 GuJ 200, Reversed. 

At the time when the Act was passed, 
the only manner of survey whidi was laid 
down by any law applic^le in the State 
of Saurashtra was that contained fa 
Chapter VHI of the Bombay I^and 
Revenue Code and the only manner of 
settlement was that contained fa Chapter 
VUI-A. The words '“surveyed and setti; 
cd" used in Section 19 of the Act were 
intended to refer to the survey and set- 
tlement under Chapteri Vm and Vin-A 
of the Code. In using the expression “the 
village fa whidi such land b situate is 
surveyed and settled* the legislature ruled 
out the applicability of me assessment 
nurie by the Collector under Section 52 
of the Code^ because Section 52 of t^ 
Code does not anywhere envisage a sur- 
vey and settlement in any of the words 
fa that section. Iherefore under Sec- 
tion 19 of the Act, the assessment made 
by the Mamlatdar under that section it- 
self must continue in force until there is 
and se ttlem ent maccordance 


thn onerL market.. Ha anneatx tn hava ^th Chapters VHl and Vili-A q£ iha 

. . . T. . ** ATI? IQOa /-•— j onrt T,. , 


acted medianically. 

7. For the reasons mentioned above 
we allow these appeals and direct iho 

3 X)odenls (in accordance wii the 
ers made fa these apiwals on Jane R 
1909) to release to the appcllante an e^- 
valcnt quantity of sugar for free sale out 
of the appellants’ quota of lew sugar for 
the season 196S-0 fa lien of the sugar 
that they had to surrender from out of 
the quota released to them for sale fa the 
open market for the year 1967-^ The 
appellants are entitled to their costs both 
in this Court as well as fa the High 
Court 

Appeals eBowad. 


Code. AIR 1960 Guj 200, Reversed. 

(Paras 4, 5, 6) 

Mr. R. M. Hazaxnavis (Senior Advo- 
cate), M/s. K. I*. Hathi and K. N. Bhat 
Advrxates with him), for Appellants (In 
all Appeals); Mr. N. S. Bindia, Senior 
Ad\’ocate, (hf/s. B. D. Sharma and P. P. 
Nayar, Advocates with him), for Respon- 
dents (In all Appeals). 

The following Judgment of the Court 
was delivered by 

BHARGAVA, J 4 -— The appellants in all 
ttiese appeals were holders of baxkhall 
tenure fa two villages situated in the 
Statu of Gujarat in areas which were for- 
meriy part of the Part B State of Sau- 
rashbu until Saurashtra was merged fa 


CN/DN/AI09/70/DHZ/A 
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the State of Bombay. When the State of 
Saurashtra was formed, it included areas 
which were ruled by the Indian Princes 
in which the tenure systems were differ- 
ent from the systems in British India. In 
1948, by Ordinance XKV of 1948 issued 
by die Raj PramuKh, a number of Acts 
in force in the Province of Bombay were 
applied to the State of Saurashtra. That 
Ordi nance was amended by Ordinance 
XXXDC of 1948. The effect of this 
amendment was that, under the. amended 
Ordinance XXV of 1948, the Bombay 
Land Revenue Code V of 1879 (herein- 
after referred to as “the Code”) with cer- 
tain adaptations and modifications be- 
came applicable to Saurashtra. The main 
modifications, with which we are con- 
cerned, are that Chapters VUI and VUI-A 
of the Code were not applicable to the 
State of Saurashtra and Section 52 was 
made applicable, subject to the om ission 
of, the reference to Chapter Vm-A in 
thhv section. There was a further amend- 
ment of Ordinance XXV of 1948 by Ordi- 
nance LXIV of 1949 the result of which 
w^ that entry relating to Section 52 of 
the Code in Ordinance XXV of 1948 was 
omitted.- The consequence of this omis- 
sion was that Section 52 became appli- 
cable to the State of Saurashtra, includ- 
ing the reference to Chapter VUI-A 
which existed in it in the original Code. 
Further, Ordinance XXV of 1948 was so 
amended that Chapters VIII and VUI-A 
also become applicable to the State of 
Saurashtra with some sli^t modifications. 
Thus, after this ordinance, matters relafe* 
ing to land revenue in the State of 
Saurashtra were governed by the Bombay 
Code applied to that State with the modi- 
fications laid down in the two Ordinances 
XXXIX of 1948 and LXTV of 1949 men- 
tioned above. 

2. In this state of law, the Saurashtra 
Legislature passed two Acts for abolish- 
ing certain tenme rights. One was the 
Saurashtra Land Reforms Act No. XXV of 
1951 (hereinafter referred to as “the Ee- 
- forms Act”) for abolition of Girasdaii 
tenure, and the second was the Saurashtra 
Barkhali Abolition Act No. XXVI of 1951 
(hereinafter referred to as “the Act”) for 
abolition of Barkhali tenure. As a re- 
sult of the abolition of the rights of the 
appellants, they became entitled to com- 
pensation xmder Section 18 of the Act 
which provided for payirient of cash an- 
nuity cmculated on the basis of the ass^s- 
ment in respect of tire land in possession 
of die tenants of the holders of Barkhali 
tenure. The assessment in respect of the 
1970 S. G./68 Vn G— 4 


land, on the basis of which compensation 
was to be calculated and annuity paid, 
w^ defined in Section 19 of the a 3 
which reads as follows: — 

‘*19. For the purposes of this Acti as- 
sessment shall mean in relation to any 
^d, until the village in which such land 
IS situate is surveyed and settled, assess- 
ment c^culated on an arithmetic aver- 
age of assessment leviable in tire sur- 
romding and adjoining khalsa or asses- 
sed non-khalsa lands or villages. 

(2) For the purpose of determining the 
assessment on any land, the Mamlatdar 
may hold an inquiry in the prescribed 
mamer and fix the assessment on such 
land, and the_ asses^ent so determined 
shall be published in such maimer as 
may be prescribed; 

Provided that where the assessment sd 
calculated is manifestly unfair, the Gov- 
ernment may modify it keeping in view 
tire above principle.” 

In pursuance of the power ^ven to the 
Mamlatdar under Section 19 {2i read with 
Section 19 (1) of the Act, the Mamlatdar 
determined the assessment in accordance 
with the principle laid down in S. 19 (1), 
md the initial payment as well as some 
instalments of me annuity were paid to 
the appellants on the basis of the assess- 
ment so determined. In 1959, however, 
the Government amended the Saurashtra 
Land Revenue Rules framed under the 
Code as it had been adapted and applied 
to Saurashtra area and substituted E. 17 
for the existing Rule 17 as it had been 
inserted in 1957. This Rule 17 laid down 
■the procedure for the assessment of the 
amount to be paid as land revenue on 
all lands in Saurashtra which were not 
wholly exempt fi'om payment of land 
revenue and on w’hich the assessment 
had not been fixed under the provisions 
of Chapter VTII-A. This Rule, thus, laid 
down the method to be adopted by the 
Collector for fixing the assessment under 
Section 52 of the Code. This amended 
Rule 17 was brought into force on the 
20th May, 1959 and, in pursuance of tliis 
Rule, tiie Collector determined tlie 
assessment payable, inter alia, on the 
lands which were held under Barkhali 
tenure by the appellants. Consequent on 
this assessment by the Collector under 
Section 52 of the Code, the Government 
started paying annuity under Section 18 
of foe Act to foe appellants on foe basis 
of this assessment instead of continuing 
payment on foe basis of foe assessment 
which had been made by foe Mamlatdar 
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under Section 19 of the Act 
challenged by the appellants m flie 
Court of Gujarat but unsuccessfully. 
ConsequentW, the aTOellants have come 
up to this Court in these appeals on fte 
basis of certificate of fitness granted by 
the High Court under Artide 133 (1) (c) 
of the Constitution. 

3. In the High Ccnirt, various grounds 
were taken for djalleoging the validity of 
the action of the Government in paymg 
annuity on fiie basis of the Collectors 
assessment under Section 52 of the Code 
read with Rule 17 of the Rules and it 
was tuged that the appellants were en- 
titled to continue to receive payment on 
the basis of the assessment which had 
been made by the Mamlatdar under Sec- 
tion 19 of the Art. The principal ground 
which we think has considerable force, 
was that assessment under Section 19 of 
the Act has been given a special mean- 
ing, and payment has to be made in ac* 
comance with the assessment menh'oned 
in Section 19 of the Act and not in ac- 
cordance svilh the assessment made by 
the Collector under Section 52 of the 
Code. Under Secb'oo 19 (1) of the Ac^ 
assessment is defined to mean assessment 
calculated on an arithmetic average of 
assessment leviable in the surrounding 
and adjoining khalsa or assessed non 
khalsa lands or villages which has to be 
determined by the Mamlatdar after hold- 
ing an enquiry under Section 19 (2). This 
meaning continues to apply “until the 
village in which such l^d is situate is 
surveyed and settled*. The contention 
oil behalf of the appellants was that the 
operations carried out by the Collector 
under Sertion 52 of the Code did not 
result in the \'illages in which the lands 
of the appellants are situate being sur- 
veyed and settled, even though the Col- 
lector did make an assessment under Sec- 
tion 52 of the Code. On the other hand, 
the Go\-emment applied the assessment 
made by the Collector under Section 52 
of the Code on the basis that the words 
"surveyed and settled” as used in Sec- 
tion 19 (1) of the Act are not defined 
and the requirements of those words 
must be held to be satisfied when the 
Collector made the assessment under 
Section 52 of the Code in accordance 
with the prindples laid down in Hule 17 
of the Rules. It was urged that the 
wor^ "surveyed and settlej* were not 
used in any technical sense and that 
was requfrM was that, in substance, 
there should be a survey and settlement 
xesidting in assessmeoL Once that is 
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done, the assessment made by the Mani- 
latdar becomes ineffective and the new 
assessment, which is the result of survey 
and settlement, takes its place for pur- 
poses of determination of the compensa- 
tion payable imder Section 18 of the Act 

4. It is true that the words "surveyed 
and settled" have not been defined in 
the Act- but, in Clause (v) of Section 2 
of the Act ft ft down that all words 
and expressions used, but not defined, in 
the Act shall have die meanings assign- 
ed to them in the Reforms Act Again, 
in Section 2 (33) of the Reforms Act ft 
is laid down that all words and expres- 
sions used, but not defined, in that Act 
and defined in the Code shall have the 
meanings assigned to them in the Code. 
Since the words ''surveyed and settled" 
were not defined in either of these two 
Acts, we have to look to the Code to 
find their meaning. In the Code, the 
words "survey” and "settlement" are oof 
separately defined in Section.8 whidi 
contains the definitions, though the ex- 
pression "survey settlement" is defined as 
induding a settlement ma de under the 
provisions of Chapter VIIT-A. The 
settlement" itself has been defined for 
tte limited mirpose of Chapter VIII-A fa 
Section 117C (1; as meaning result of 
the operations conducted in a zone in 
Order to determine the land revenue as- 
sessment Until the year 1938, instead 
of the expression "a zone" the wor^ 
used were "a taluka or part of a taluli”. 
It will, thus, be seen that, even under 
fte Code, the two words "survey" and 
“settlement" were not fully defined for 
all purposes. Tlje definition of setllo- 
mrat wus limited by laying down that 
this word was to connote the meaning 
pven to it in the definition only in Chap- 
ter VHI-A- However, the procedure for 
survey was fully indicated in Chap- 
ter VHI, while the irrocedure for settle 
m«3t was fully laid down in Chap- 
tCT \'m-A. It was in this state of law 
ttuit the _ Saurashtra Legislature passed 
the Art in 19ol. It is, however, clear 
that, at the time when the Act was pass- 
^ the only manner of survey which was 
tod dowu by any law applicable fn tb© 
Mate of Sau^htra was that contained to 
Cliapter Vm of the Code and the only 
contained 

in Copter VIII-A. There was, of course 
the same time, provision contained in 
^on 52 of the Code for assessment 
of the omqont to be paid ax land reve- 
cue on all bads; bu^ in that section, ud- 
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tiler the words “survey” nor “settlement” 
or any of their derivatives was used. In 
the circumstances, we consider that the 
submission made by counsel for the ap- 
pellants that the words “smrveyed and 
settled” used in Section 19 or the Act 
were intended to refer to the survey and 
settlement under Chapters VIII & VIII-A 
of the Code has great force. The Legis- 
lature, in Sea 19, first laid down a con- 
vem’ent method of assessment by the 
Mamlatdar by a summary procedure and 
that assessment was to be treated as the 
assessment for all purposes of the Act 
until the village in which the land in 
question may be situate is surveyed and 
settled. The Legislature envisaged thaL 
in areas in which there had been no sur- 
vey and settlement in accordance with 
Chapters VIII and Vni-A of the Code, 
such operations would be undertaken. 
But, for the intervening period, until 
those operations could be completed, 
summary, power was given to the Mam- 
latdar to fix the assessment on the basis 
of the guiding principles laid down in 
that section. In using the expression 
“the village in which such land is situate 
is smveyed and settled”, the Legislature 
appears- to have ruled out the applicabi- 
lity of the assessment made by the Col- 
lector under Section 52 of the Code, be- 
cause Section 52 of the Code does not 
anywhere emusage a survey and settle- 
ment in any of the words in that section. 
If the Legislature had intended that the 
Mamlatdar’s assessment made by the 
summary manner laid down in S. 19 itself 
be superseded by any assessment made 
under the Code, including an assessment 
by the Collector under Section 52 of the 
Code, the language used in Section 19 
would certainly have been different. In- 
stead of saying that the assessment made 
by die Mamlatdar under Section 19 is to 
be effective until the village in which 
such land is situate is surveyed and set- 
tled, the Legislature could have easily 
laid down that that assessment shall re- 
main effective until an assessment is made 
under the Code. In this connection, re- 
ference may be made to Section 16 of 
the Act in which the Legislature laid 
down what was to be the land revenue 
payable on all lands held, on the com- 
mencement of the Act, as Barkhali lands 
including Gharkhed, and land allotted 
under the Act. The provision made in 
Section 16 was that the lands were h'able 
to pajunent of land revenue under the 
provisions of the Code and the Rules 
made thereunder. In that section, the 


Legislature did not make reference to 
any survey or settlement. It only laid 
down that the land revenue payable was 
to be as determined imder the provisions 
of the Code and the Rules made there- 
under. A similar provision could have 
been made in Section 19 for superseding 
the assessment made by &e Mamlatdar. 
Instead, the requirement prescribed by 
the Legislature was that the assessment by 
the Mamlatdar was to continue in force 
tmtil the village is surveyed and settled 
and not merely until an assessment of 
revenue payable in respect of the land 
is determined eidier under Section 52 of 
the Code or Chapter VIII-A of the Code. 

5. This view of ours is further streng- 
thened by a comparison of the language 
used in Section 19 of the Act and Sec- 
tion 52 of the Code. Sectibn 52 of the 
Code envisages assessment of amount to 
be paid as land revenue "on all lands”, 
while Section 19 of the Act refers to 
survey and settlement of “a village” and 
not of lands. Obviously, under Sea 52 
of the Code, there could be assessment 
of revenue on lands without survey or 
settlement of a viUage and, when the 
Legislatmre, in Section 19 of the Acti 
used the expression "village is surveyed 
and settled”, it dearly ruled out a mere 
assessment under Section 52 of the Code 
which need not follow a survey or settle- 
ment of a village. In our opinion, there- 
fore, under Section 19 of the Act, the 
assessment made by the Mamlatdar under 
that section itself must continue in force 
until there is a smvey and settlement in 
accordance with Chapters VIH and Vm-A 
of the Code. 

6. In this connection, we may take 
notice of one more aspect Even under 
Section 52 of the Code and Rule 17 of 
the Rules made thereunder, there is, in 
fact, no survey at all. AH that Rule 17 
requires the Collector to do is to dassify 
land into three dasses; (1) dry crop, (2) 
lice and (3) irrigated. These three dasses 
are then to be divided into three sub- 
dasses, good, medium and inferior. 
Assessment is then to be made on each 
parcel of land by comparison of similar 
dass and sub-dass of land with land of . 
the same dass and sub-dass situated in 
the Bombay area apart from areas trans- 
ferred to jBombay State at the time of 
Reorganisation of the States in 1956. Tliis 
procedure docs not involve any survey. 
Surv'cy, as indicated by Chapter ITI-A of 
tlie Land Revenue Rides framed under 
die Code, requires the settlement officer 
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to taamine physical configuration, climate 
and rainfall, markets, commum'catioo^ 
standard of husbandry, Mpulation and 
supply of labour, agricultural resouit^ 
the variations in the area of occupied 
and cultivated lands during the period 
of previous settlement, wages, prices, 
yield of the principal crop, ordinay ex- 
penses of cultivating each crop, and ren- 
tal v^ues of lands used for purposes of 
agriculture. No sudr survey of any of 
these factors was required to be done 
by the Collector when making the assess- 
ment of land revenue payable under Seo 
tion 52 of die Code read with Rule 17. 
In fact, the provisions of Rule 17 re- 
quire vey limited action by the Collect- 
or in classifying lands and comparing 
l^ds to be assessed with lands in tm- 
tiansferred area of die Bombay States 
Fixing of land revenue payable, on this 
principle, is also dearly eierdso of a 
summary power which appears to have 
been comeired on the Collector by Seo- 
tioa 52 as a temporary measure until 
there could be a proper setdement of 
land revenue after survey in accordance 
with Chapters VIH and VIII-A of the 
Code. If such assessment made by the 
Collector by a more or less surma aiy 
procedure were intended to be given et- 
tect to by the Legislature in the Ac<^ 
there was no need at all to create an- 
other authority in the hlamlatdar to fix 
assessment by a slighUy different sum- 
mary procedure. It seems to ns that tho 
Saurashtm Le^lature, in passing the Ac^ 
for die temporary period until there 
could be a regular survey and setdement, 
created a madiinery by granting power 
to the Mamlatdar to Tn^ka a sonima^ 
assessment and that was dearly intend- 
ed not to be superseded by another sun>- 
maiy fixation of assessment by the Col- 
lects under Section 52 of the Code. 

7. The Hich Court has hdd tha^ id 
substance ana in effect, the Collector, in 
acting under Section 52 of the G^e and 
Rule 17, did make the assessment after 
sun-ey and setdemenL Nowhere ^d 
the Court examine whether any of 
the st^ which are taken in a survey 
were required to be taken by the CoU 
. lector at alL The High Court seems to 
ba\-e assumed that the procedure 
do\%-n In Rule 17 amounted to sur>’cy and 
setdement Fcither, the Iligh Court 
lost sight of the fact thatvUnder Sec. 52 
of the Code and Rule 17 the awts me ot 
of land irnTnue payable was fa respect 
of lands, while Section 19 of the Act en- 
visaged survey and setdement not ^ 


dividual lands but of a village. We ait^ 
therefore, unable to agree with die view 
of the High Court that what the Col- 
lector did in 1959 in making the assess- 
ment under Section 52 of the Code and 
Rule 17 amounted to survey and setde- 
ment of villages as envisaged in Sea 19 
of die Act There having been no sur- 
vey and setdement of the village, the 
assessment made by die Mamlatdar con- 
tinued to be assessment for purposes of 
the Act and the Government was, there- 
fore, not justified in vmyfag the payment 
of annuity under Section 18 of the Act 
which should have been continued to bo 
paid fa accordance with thyit assessment 
8. The appeals are, consequendy, al- 
lowed with costs fa both Courts and Ae 
orders of the High Court are set aside. 
As prayed by the appellants in their writ 
petitions, writs of mandamus shnll issue 
to the Government to pay cash annuity 
to the appellants' on the basis of the 
assessments made by the Mamlatdar 
under Section 19 of die Act and not fa 
accordance with the assessments made 
by tho Collector under Section 52 of the 
Code read with Rule 17 of the Rules 
feuned thereunder. 

Appeals allowed. 


AIR 1970 SOTREAiE COXJRT 1070 
(V 57 C 228) 

(From Calcutta; 1965-2 IIJ 519) 

J. C. SHAH, Ag. C. J. AND 
K. S. HEGDE, jj. 

M/s. Bengal Enamel Works Ltd, Ap- 
pellant v. Commissioner of Income-tax, 
West BengaL Respondent. 

Civil Appeals Nos. 2143 to 2145 oI 
1963, D/- 9-12-1969. 

focome Tax Act (1922), Section 10 (2) 
(rv) — . "Laid out or expended wholly 
and cxdusivcly for the purpose of such 
„ “ Powers of Tax Officers and 

Hi^ psurt — Payment to employee 
made for extra-commercial considerations. 
Resolution of tho assessee Company 
fiifag tho remuneration to be paid to an 
employee and production of vouchers for 
payment together with proof of render- 
fac service do not exclude an enquiry 
^ethcr the expendihiro was laid out 
vrtolly and eidiisively for the purpose 
of the .assessee s business. R is open to 
tile 1*3* Officers to bold, agreemCTt to 
|ray and payment notwithstanding, that 
the erpenditure was not la id down wholly 
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1970 Bengal Enamel Works v. I.-T. Commr. (Shall Ag. C, J.) [Prs. 1-4] S.C. 1077 


and exclusively for the purpose of ihe 
business. But an inference from the 
facts found that the expenditure was 
wholly and exclusively laid out for the 
purpose of the business is one of law 
and not of fach and the High Court in’ 
a reference under Section 66 of the In- 
come-tax Act is competent to decide that 
the inference raised by the Tribunal is 
erroneous in law. (Para 5) 

Indisputably an employer in fixing the 
remuneration of his employee is entitled 
to take into consideration the extent of 
his business, the nature of duties to be 
performed, the special aptitude of the 
employee, tiie future prospects of the 
business and other related circumstances 
and the taxing authorities cannot substi- 
tute their own view as to the reasonable 
remuneration which should have been 
agreed to be paid to 6ie employee. But 
the taxing authority may disallow an ex- 
penditure claimed on the ground that 
the payment is not real or is not incur- 
red by the assessee in the course of his 
business or that it is not laid out whoEy 
and exclusively for the purpose of the 
business of the assessee. Thereby the 
authority does not substitute its own view 
of how the assessee’s business affairs 
should be managed, but proceeds to dis- 
aEow the e::penaiture because the condi- 
tion of its admissibihty . is absent. 

(Para 8) 

Where an amormt paid to an employee 
pursuant to an agreement is excessive 
because of “extra-commercial considera- 
tions”, the taxing authority has jurisdio- 
tion to disaEow a part of the amount as 
expenditure not incurred whoEy or ex- 
clusively for the purpose of the business. 

(Para 9) 

Cases Eeferred; Chronological Paras 
(1969) AIR 1969 SC 609 (V 56) = 

(1969) 2 SCJ 61, J. K. WooEen 
Maniifacturers v. Commr. of 
Ricome-tax, U. P. 8 

(1967) AIR 1987 SC 1435 (V 54) = 

(1967) 65 ITR 381, Commr. of 
pQCome-tax, Bombay v. Wal- 
diand and Co. Private Ltd, 8 

(1967) 63 ITR 57 (SC), Swadeshi 
Cotton Mills Co. Ltd. v, Commr. 
of Income-tax, U, P. ,5 

in C. As. Nos. 2143 and 2144 of 1968 
Mr. M. C. Chagla, Senior Advocate, 
(htr. P. C. Bhartari, Advocate and Mr. 
O. C. Mafhur, Advocate of M/s. J. B. 
Dadachanji and Co. with him) 

In C. As. Nos. 2145 of 1963 

Mr. S. Mitra, Senior Advocate (Mr. P. 
C. Bhartari, Advocate and Mr. O. C. 


Mathur, Advocate of M/s. J. B, Dada- 
chanji and Co. with him), for AppeEan^ 
Mr. S. T. Desai, Senior Advocate (M/s. 
S._K. Aiyar and B. D. Sharma, Advocates, 
with him), for Respondent (In aE the ap- 
peals), „ 

The Judgment of the Court was deli- 
vered by 

SHAH (Actg. C. J.); These appeals re- 
lated to tire assessment to tax of M/s. 
Bengal Enamel Works Ltd. — a pubEo 
limited company — for the assessment 
years 1951-52, 1952-53 and 1953-54, 

2. The Company is doing business of 
manufacturing ‘ en^eEed-ware”. It had 
originaEy employed a technician at a 
monthly salary of Rs, 500. In June, 1941 
the technician was relieved, and one CoL 
Bhattacharya who was a director of the 
Company was appointed its 'Technical 
Advisef”. He was to receive as remune- 
ration 15% of the gross annual profits 
of the Company. Col. Bhattacharya re- 
signed his office and Dr. Ganguly (son- 
in-law of Col. Bhattacharya) was appoint- 
ed to that office. The Board of Direc- 
tors resolved on May 18, 1950 to pay to 
Dr. Ganguly 15% of the gross annual 
profits (without deducting depredation) 
as his remuneration. 

3. In the assessment years 1951-52, 
1952-53 and 1953-54 the Company claim- 
ed rmder Section 10 (2) (xv) of the In- 
come-tax Act, 1922, as admissible aEow- 
ance, in computing its taxable income, 
Rs. 52,947, Rs. 64,^8 and Rs, 79,227 res- 
pectively paid as remimeration to Dr. 
Ganguly under the terms of the resolu- 
tion dated May 18, 1950. The Income- 
tax OfBcer, Companies District HI, Cal- 
cutta, aEowed for each of the years re- 
numeration at the rate of Rs, 42,000 only 
as a permissible deduction. The order 
was confirmed in appeal to the AppeEata 
Assistant Commissioner and by the Tri- 
bunal. 

4. The Tribunal referred in respect 
of each of the three years the foEo^ving 
question; 

“WEiether on the facts and in the cir- 
cumstances of the case, the disaEowanco 
of a part of the expenses incurred by the 
assessee for pa>Tnent of remuneration to 
its Technical Amiser is permissible under 
the proxisions of Section 10 (2) (xv) of 
the Indian Income-tax Act?” 

The High Comt answered the question' 
in the affirmative, and disallowed tlio 
daim of the Company. With certificate 
of fitness, these appe.nls are preferred 
against the order of the High Court. 
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5. In computing the taxable income 
of an assessee whether an amount claim- 
ed as expenditure was laid out or expend- 
ed wholly and exclusively for the pur- 
pose of the business, profession or >"003- 
tion of the assessee must Ije decided on 
the facts and in the light of the circum- 
stances of each case: Swadeshi Cotton 
(Mills Co. Ltd. V. Co mmr. of Income-tax^ 
fa. P., (1967) 63 rm 57 (SC). Resolution 
lof the assessee fixing the remuneration 
[to be paid to an employee and production 
lof vouchers for payment together with 
proof of rendering servic* do not exclude 
to enquiry whetnCT the expenditure was 
Qaid out wholly and exclusively for the 
{purpose of the assessee’s business. It is 
open to the Tax Officers to hold— agree- 
ment to pay and payment notwithstand- 
ing— that the expenditure was not laid 
out wholly and exclusively for the pur- 
pose of the business: Swadeshi Cotton 
Mills Co. Ltd’s case. (1967) 63 ITR S7 
(SC). But an inference from the facts 
round that the expenditure was wholly 
and exclusively laid out for the purpose 
of the business is one of la\7 and not 
of fact, and the High Court in a refer- 
ence under Section 66 of the Income-tax 
Act Is competent to decide that irxference 
raised by the Tribunal Is erroneous in 
Qmv. 

6 . In the present case, the facts found 
are these: CoL Bhattacharya and his soo- 
In-Iaw Dr. Ganguly were two of the 
directctts of the Cinapany who between 
them held on January L 1930, 49% of the 
total number of shares of the Company 
and the other directors of the Company 
held only 1% of the shares. Dr. Gan- 
guly baa received no training in the 
technique of enamelling; be was a medi- 
cal practiUorer earning Rs. 20,000 per 
annum by the exercise of his profession. 
Apparently no applications were invited 
for the appointment of a Technical Ad- 
\iser when CoL Bhattacharya resigned 
his office. In the resolution passed by 
the Directors it was recorded that many 
"personal enquiries" regarding the post 
were made, but no candidate was found 
suitable. The Board, it was recorded, 
considered the applications of S. Urbeo- 
eck and J. Sciulser but the qualifications 
of these two candidates did not impress 
the directors: moreover the terms of ser- 
\icc offered by J. Schulser were not ac- 
ceptable to the Board and therefore only 
the applicant Dr. Ganguly who was 
srorling on probation in the post for 
Kjme time past and had worked without 
remuneraUco upto December 31, 


was considered- The applications of S. 
Uibeoeci and J. Schulser though called 
for by the Income-tax Officer were not 
produced ^ the Company. At the rele- 
vant time "a good tedmical expert in en- 
amelling could be secured for a monthly 
remuneration of Rs. 1000 or Rs. 1200 pro- 
vided that appointment was not for a 
abort period. 

7. In the view of the Income-tax Offi- 
cer, Dr. Ganguly came to be appointed 
to the post of Technical Adviser of the 
Company as soon as his father-in-law 
vacated the post and “the generous re- 
nmneratiem offered to him was influenced 
by factors other than commercial consi- 
derations. and considering that Dr. Gan- 
guli was giving up Ws professional prao- 
tioe in allopathic medicine which yielded 
him an annual income of Rs. 20,000 to 
engage himself as a whole-time Adviser 
attending to the development of the in- 
dustry a gross remuneratioo of Rs. 3,500 
per month, beside the remuneration of 
Rs. LOOO per month that he obtained as 
Secretary of the Managing Agents of the 
Company, would be adequate." With 
that view the Appellate Assistant Com- 
missioner and the Incom^tax Appellate 
Tribunal have substantially agreea The 
Tribunal observed that they were inclin- 
ed to conclude that 'extra commercial 
considerations" had influenced the fixa- 
tion of remuneration of Canguli and 
that partial disallowance of the remune- 
latioo "so iafiuenced seems quite fair." 

8. Counsel for the Company urged, 
idving upon the judgments of this Court 
iu J. K. Woollen Manufacturers v. Commr. 
of Income-tax. U. P., AIR 19© SC 
609 and Commr. of Income-tax, Bombay 
V. Walchand and Co, Private Ltd, 63 
ITR 3SI = (AIR 1967 SC 1435) that in 
determining the admissibility of an al- 
lowance as expenditure laid out and ex- 
pended wholly and exclusively for the 
purpose of the business has to be ad- 
judged fiom the point of view of the em- 
ployer Md not of the revenue, tlie Tax- 
ing authorities had no power to fallow 
the remuneration i>aid to its Technical 
Advj^, merely bfiause they flitnV that 
the Company may probably have secur- 
ed the services of another Adviser for 
a smaller remuneration- But these cases, 
in our Judgment, has-e no bearing here. 
Tie departmental authorities have not 
^empled to reduce the allorvance on 
the ground that the remunerab’oa paid 
to Dr. C^guli was in their slew exces- 
sive. Indisputably an employer in fixing 
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the remuneration of bis employee is en- 
titled to take into consideration the ex-, 
tent of his business, the nature of duties 
to be performed, the special aptitude of 
the employee, the future prospects of the 
business and other related circuinstances 
and the taxing authorities cannot substi- 
tute their own view as to the reasonable 
remimeration which should have been ag- 
reed to be paid to the employee. But 
the taxing authority may disallow an ex- 
penditure claimed on the ground that the 
payment is not real or is not incurred by 
the assessee in the course of his busi- 
ness or that it is not laid out whoUy and 
exclusively for the purpose of the busi- 
ness of the assessee. Thereby the autho- 
rity does not substitute its own view of 
how the assessee’s business affairs should 
be managed, but proceeds to disallow the 
expenditure because the condition of its 
admissibility is absent. 

9. It has been uniformly found by 
all the authorities that the remuneration 
agreed to be paid to Dr. Ganguly was 
iimuenced by “extra-commercial conside- 
rations”. Dr. Ganguly and Col. Bhatta- 
charya were able to control the voting 
before the Board of Directors. Dr. 
Ganguly was not trained in the techm'que 
of “enameUed-ware", and had no special 
qualifications for the post. The remune- 
ration agreed to be paid was much in 
excess of what was normally payable, and 
also of what Dr. Ganguly was earning 
by practising his profession as a doctor 
of medicine. The critidsm that tiie Tri- 
bunal’s finding was based on no evidence 
or was based on irrelevant considerations 
cannot therefore be accepted. Where an 
amount paid to an employee piusuant to 
an agreement is excessive because of 
“e.xtra-commercial considerations”, the 
taxing authority has jurisdiction to dis- 
allow a part of the amount as expendi- 
ture not incurred wholly and exclusively 
for the purpose of the business. (1967) 
63 ITR 57 (SC). 

10. The appeals fail and are dismiss- 
ed with costs. One hearing fee. 

Appeals dismissed. 


AIR 1970 SUPREME COURT 1079 
(V 57 C 229) 

(From: Andhra Pradesh) 

M. inDAYATULLAH, C. J., A N. 

RAY AND I. D. DUA, JJ. 

Gotb'pulla Venkata Siva Subbrayananx 
and others. Appellants v. The State of 
Andhra Pradesh and another, Respon- 
dents. 

Criminal Appeal No. 7S of 1967, D/- 
19-1-1970. 

Penal Code (1860), Section 97 — Right 
of private defence — Prosecution party 
in unauthorised possession of Kunta — - Ac- 
cused party putting up bund on land — ^ 
Prosecution party going in large number 
on land to remove bund and beating ac- 
cused party mercilessly — Accused held 
had right of private defence. 

Certain Kunta was the property of the 
Government and it was registered as a 
Source of irrigation. The occupiers i.e^ 
the party of the prosecution were culti- 
vating the Kunta in an imauthorised man- 
ner. Both sides had secured injunction 
orders from the Civil Comt against their 
opponents and the orders secured by the 
accused restrained the prosecution party 
from cutting any breaches in the bund 
which the accused had put up as for a 
couple of years previously there was in- 
sufficient rain and there was also no cul- 
tivation in the Kunta. The occupiers ap- 
proached the police authorities for assis- 
tance in getting the bund removed butvn- 
fortunately the matter was not dealt widi 
by the authorities in an effective manner 
as they ought to have. Having failed ini 
flieir attempt to have the bund removed, 
tlie occupiers with their Communist help 
went to the spot on the day of the occu- 
rence in large numbers fully determined 
to remove the bund by use of force. 
VTien this attempt was foiled by the ac- 
cused persons w'ith show of force the 
party of the prosecution mercilessly beat 
up some of the accused persons who were 
advanced in age: 

Held that this conduct on the part of 
the occupiers and their supporters was 
sufficient to give rise to a reasonable ap- 
prehension in the mind of one of the ac- 
cused persons that the victims of the as- 
sault would have been killed had he not 
exerdsed the right of private defence. 
Tlie use of the gun by the accused against 
the members of the opposite faction was 
thus justified. In a situation like this it 
was not possible for an average person 
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tfhose mental exictement amid be better 
Imagined than described, to weigh the 
position in golden scales. The accused 
did not exceed his li^t of private 
defence. The fact that me plea of self- 
defence was not raised by the accused 
and that he had on the contrary pleaded 
tdibi did not predude the Court from 
giving to bim die benefit of the ri^t of 
private defence, if on proper appraisal of 
the evidence and other relevant material 
on the record the Court conduded that 
the circumstances in whidx he found him- 
self at the rdevant time gave him the 
right to use his gun in exercise of this 
right. The analogy of estoppel or of the 
technical rules of dvil pleadings is, fa 
such cases inappropriate and the Courts 
are expected to administer the law of pri- 
vate defence fa a practical w^ with rea- 
sonable liberality so as to cSechiate its 
underlying object bearing fa mind that 
the essential basic character of this ri^t 
Is preventive and not retributive. 

(Paras 5, 6, 13, 18, 19) 
Cases Iteferrcdi Chraaologjcal Paras 
(1908) AIR 1963 SC 702 (V 55)« 
Criminal Appeal No. 124 of 1965, 

DA 27.1M967= 1968 Cri LT 806, 
Munshi Ram v. Delhi Admmls- 
tratlon 17 

(1962) Criminal Appeal No. 23 of 
1960, DA 30.10-1962 (SC). Kishna 
v. State of Rajasthan 17 

The following Judgment of the Court 
was delivered by 

DUA. J.>— In diis appeal by spedal 
leave directed against the order of the 
Andhra Pradesh High Court, the only 
question canvassed on behalf of the ajv 
pellants before us relates to the plea of 
private defence raised by them at the 
trial. The appellants who are ten fa num- 
ber were tried on as many as 22 charges 
by the Court of Additional Sessions 
Judge, Masulipatam and acquitted of all 
the charges. On appeal by the State 
against their acquittal there was a differ- 
ence of opinion between the two Judges 
of the Hi^ Court constituting the DiW- 
xion Bench hearing the appeaL ^Vhe^eas 
Shaifuddin Ahmed, T., upheld the order 
of acquittal on the oasis of the plea of 
private defence, Mohd. Mina, J., was of 
the opinion that the prosecution case was 
proved by o\*erwheliiiing eWdence. ITje 
case was fa consequence laid before BasI 
Reddy, J., as provided by Severn 429, 
Crimfaal Procedure Code. That learned 
Judge accepted the prosecution case and 
convicted the appellants on some of the 


diarges. He expressed his final coodu- 
sion thus: 

*1 shall now indicate the charges upon 
whidi the accused should be convicted 
and the sentences that should be impos- 
ed; 

On diarge No. 2 I would convict ac- 
cused 1, 3 and 5 to 9 under Section 147» 
Indian Penal Code and on charge No. 8 
accused No. 2, 4 and 10 and sentence 
each of accused 1, 2, S, 4 and 5 to pay 
a fine of Rs. 500/-, fa default each to 
suffer six months' rigorous imprisoomenb 
I would sentence ea^ of accused 6 to 9 
(who are farm servants) to pay a fine of 
Rs. lOOA in default to suffer two months’ 
rigorous imprisonment I would sentence 
acoised 10 to suffer rigorous imprison- 
ment for two years. 

2. On each of charges Nos. 4, 5 and 6 
which pertain to the tbree counts of mur- 
der, I would convict and sentence accus- 
ed 10 to suffer imprisonment for life 
under Section 802. Indian Penal Code. 

3. On charge No. 11, I would convict 
and sentence accused No. 10 to suffer two 
yeai^ rigorous Imprisonment under Seo» 
tion 826, Indian Penal CSode for havfag 
caused ^evous hurt to P. W. 6 by shoo^ 
fag at mm with the gun. 

4. On charge No. 22, I would convict 
accused 10 xmder Sectfon 19 (a) of Uie 
Indian Aims Act and sentence to 
suffer one year’s ligorons imprisonment 

I would direct all the sentences of im- 
prisonment passed <m accused 10 tn run 
concurrently. I would uphold the order 
of acquittal on other ch^es. 

net result will be that accused 10 
vm have to undergo imprisonment for 
life; accused 1 to 5 will each have to pay 
a ^e of Rs. 600A; and accused 6 to 9 
will each have to pay a fine of Rs. 100/“. 
The Imd ordw of the High Court on ap- 
followed the opinion expressed by 
Basi Reddy, J. The charges on which 
the appellants wero convicted are these: 

Secondly; that you accus^ Nos. ij s 
and 5 to 9 along with accused Nos. 2, 4 
imd 10 at about 10 a. m. on 10-^1 at 
the same place and fa the course of the 
SOTC tr^actfon as set out fa charge 

, above, formed yourselves Into an 
unlawful assembly, and in prosecution of 
the rommon oMcct of such assembly viz., 
beating and Jalliog the members of ^ 
p^ that caime in support of the occu- 
py of GabbilalaJmnta, committed an 
of rioting punishable under Seo- 
tion 147, Indian Penal Code and within 
my cognizance; 
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Thirdly: that you accused Nos. 2, 4 and 
10 along with accused Nos. 1, 3 and 5 txj 
9 at the same time and place in the course 
of the same transaction as set out in 
charge No. 2 above, were members of an 
unlawful assembly and did in prosecution 
of the common object of such assembly, 
viz., beating and falling the members of 
the party that came in support of the 
occupiers of Gabbilalakunta, did commit 
an offence of rioting and ^at at that 
time, the accused Nos. 2 and 4 were 
armed with deadly weapons to wit, 
‘spears’ and the lOth accused was armed 
with a D. B. B. L. Gun and thereby com- 
mitted an offence punishable under Sec- 
tion 148 of the Indian Penal Code and 
within my cognizance; 

Fourthly; that you accused No, 10 at 
the same time and place and in the 
course of the same transaction as set out 
in charge No. 2 above, did commit mur- 
der by intentionally or kno%vingly caus- 
ing the death of Anne Eamarao, son of 
Seetha Ramarao of Atkur by shooting 
him with a D. B. B, L, gun and thereby 
committed an offence punishable under 
Section 802 of the Indian Penal Code and 
within my cognizance; 

Fifdffy; that you accused Nd. 10 at the 
same time and place and in the course of 
the same transaction as set out in charge 
No. 2 above, did commit murder by in- 
ifaitionally or knowingly causing the 
death of Bodapati China Anjaiah S/o 
Danaiah of Mustabada by shooting him 
with a D. B. B. L, gun and thereby com- 
mitted an offence punishable under Sec- 
tion 802 of the Indian Penal Code and 
within my cognizance: 

Sixthly: that you accused No. 10 at 
the same time and place and in the course 
of the same transaction as set out in 
charge No. 2 above, did commit murder 
by intentionally or knowindy causing the 
death of Boddapati Lafahmaiah S/o 
Kotaiah of Medaripalem, hamlet of 
Verdupavuluru by shooting him with a 
I). B. B. L. gun and thereby committed an 
offence punishable under Section 802 of 
the Indian Penal Code and within my 
cognizance: 

•• •• •• ••• 

Elevendily: that you accused No. 10 at 
the same time and place and in the course 
of the same transaction as set out 
in charge No. 2 above, voluntarily caus- 
ed grievous hurt to EoUi Nagabhushanam, 
son of Venkaiah of Davajigudem by 
means of a D. B. B. L. gun an instrument 
for shooting and thereby committed an 


offence punishable under Section 826 of 
the Indian Penal Code and within my 
cognizance and that the said act having 
been done in pursuance of the common 
object of the unla\vful assembly consist- 
ing of you all the accused herein, all of 
you are guilty of the offence rmder Sec- 
tion 326 of the Indian Penal Code read 
with_ Section 149, Indian Penal Code and 
within my cognizance, or alternatively 
under Section 826 read with Section 34, 
Indian Penal Code and within my cogni- 
zance; 

• • •• •• •• 

Twentysecondly: that you accused No. 
10 at about the same time and place and 
in the course of the same transaction as 
set out in charge No, 2 above, were 
armed with a D. B, B. L. gun without 
licence under the Indian Arms Act and 
thereby committed an offence punishable 
under Section 19 (e) of the Indian Arms 
Act and \vithin my cognizance.” 

2. In this Couiti as already observed, 
the appellants' learned Advocate confined 
his submission only to the question of 
right of private defence. According to 
the prosecution case there is a low lying 
area covering about ll acres known as 
Gabbilalakunta (hereafter to be referred 
as the Kunta) about one mile away from 
Surampalli village but TOthin its limits. 
This Kunta serving as a tank is fed by 
rain water. The village of Surampalli 
was a Mdkhasa village in the erstwhile 
zamindari of Mirzapuram. Under the 
provisions of the Madras Estates (Aboli- 
tion and Conversion into Ryohvari) Act, 
1948, the zamindari of Mirzapuram was 
taken over by the Government in 1930. 
As a result thereof the entire estate in- 
cluding Surampalli village and the Kunta 
became vested in the Government free 
from all encumbrances. This Kimta thus 
belonged to the Government. Some poor 
landless persons like P. Ws. 13 and 14, 
Shaik Madarsaheb and Kandavalli Anand- 
am, began cultivating a part of this 
Eunta and started raising w^et and dry 
crops. This started in the year 1933. 
Their occupation being unaumorised the 
Revenue Authorities collected penalty dst 
from the . occupants. Accused Nos. 1 to 
4, Gotti'pulla Venkatasiva Subbarayanam, 
Gottipulla Bapaiah, Gottipulla Seshaiah 
Gottipulla Subba Rao, who are ffie for- 
mer Mokhasadars haw their lands mea- 
suring about 80 acres to the south of the 
Kunta- There is a big tank called Erra- 
cheravu located about three or four fur- 
longs to the north of the Kunta. There 
are some channels through which water 
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flows from tbis tank to various fields and 
one such channel serves to irrigate the 
field of the accused Nos. 1 to 4, Accord- 
ing to fte prosecution the lands of these 
accused persons should be irrigated by 
means or the chaimel running along the 
western side of the Kimta. According to 
the accused persons, however, their fields 
should receive water from the Kunta 
dirou^ sluices in its southern bund. la 
1958 the Settlement Authorities re?^er- 
ed the Kunta as a source of irrigation for 
an ayacut of S4 acres. Prior to that, 
sometime in August 1937, the occupiers 
of the Kunta had instituted a suit for in- 
junction restraining accused Nos. 1 to 4 
from interfering with the possession of 
the occupiers and also claiming damages 
on the allegation that the defendants had 
spoiled their crops and an interim injuno- 
tion was actually granted on August 21, 
1937. 

S. Accused Nos. 1 to 4 also filed ad 
application seeking to injunct the occu- 
piers from opening the sluices (outlets) or 
making breaches in the bund of the 
Kunta during the pendency of the suit 
On this application also the Court, by 
an order dated August 29, 1957, manted 
a tcmporaiy Injun^on in the foUowiog 
terms: 

‘Tending disposal of this petition, the 
respondents ore restrained from opening 
the sluices or outlets or cutting any 
breaches to the bund of the tank situated 

in S, No. 44 if there is any bund " 

On February 3, 1960 the Court confirm- 
ed both the orders of injunction men- 
tioned above. The land in the Kunta 
was not cultivated in the years 19^ to 
1960 because of failure of rains. In Jun^ 
1901 CDltivalion was resumed by P. W, 
13 and P. W. 14, along svith four other 
persons, raising'paddy crop in a part of 
the Kunta. Another part of the Kunta 
was prepared for raising joima crop. The 
suit mentioned abo\’e was still i)ending 
when on September 4, IMl it was af 
foumed to some -other date. It rained 
hearily that night and the rain water col- 
lected in the Kunta. On the following 
morning when P. W. 13 and P. W, 14, 
along with some other occupiers passed 
by the side of the Kunta they saw a new 
bund raised on its western side so as to 
prevent the rain water collected therein 
from flowing westwards. Tills resulted 
in submerging the crop g r o wn on the 
eastern portion of tiie Kunta. The new 
bund was about 8* high, wide and ^ 
yards in length. There behig do one pro- 


sent at the bund P. Ws. IS and 14 and 
tiieir companions made a breach therein 
to let the water flow westwards. In the 
evening when they came back to the 
Kunta they found that the breach in the 
bund had been repaired and the bund 
restored to its original position. There 
were also two improvised huts set up to 
the south of the bund and all the ten ao 
cused were present keeping a watdL 
The occupiers pleaded with the accused 
persons to remove the bund pointing out 
that otherwise their crops would be 
damaged but the accused persons did not 
listen to their entreaties and threatened 
to beat them if they dared to interfere 
with the bund. The occupiers thereupon 
went back to their village. On the fol- 
lowing day, September 6, 1961, P. VV. 12, 
Yelamanchili Malikharjuna Rao, a medi- 
cal practitioner at Siirampalli and a lead- 
ing member of the Communist Party was 
wproached by the occupiers to assist 
mem in representing to tiie authorities 
against the high-handed action of the 
Mokbasadars. A report was prenared by 
P. W. 12 which was addresseo to the 
Sub-Inspector of Police. The Sub-Inspe> 
tor premised to send his constables to 
the spot and on this assurance the occo- 
pieB went back to their village. On Sep- 
tember 7, 1961, under the direction of the 
Police Sub-Insi>eetor two police cons- 
tables went to the Kunta with the object 
of getting the btmd removed and if pos- 
sible to Bind over the parties. The Kunta 
was full of water and the paddy crop was 
submerged. Six of the occupiers were 
ako present at the spot The police con- 
stables informed the l>ersons present 
keening a watdi on the bund, which in- 
cluded accused No. 1 Gottipulla Venfca- 
tasiva Subbarayanam, accused No. 2 Got- 
tinulla Bapaiah and accused No. 10, 
Charugulla Vijayaramarao, that the Sub- 
Inspector had directed tiie western bimd 
to be removed so that water may flow 
westwards. Accused Nos. 1, 2 and 10 
asked for Government orders to that 
effect and declined to allow the bund to 
be remo%’ed in the absence of such an 
order. The police constables asked the 
parties present to meet the Sul>-Inspe^ 
tor on the following day. Neither party, 
however, went to the police station as ro- 
qoired. The Tahsildar also appears to 
have been approached to get the bund re- 
moved but he declined to do so on the 
ground that it was not his business and 
that it was for the Revenue Divisional 
Oflicer to look into the matter. On Sep- 
tember 9, 1961, the Sob-Inspector sent a 
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head constable along with the constable 
who had gone there on September 7, to 
enquire into the complaint made to the 
police earlier. According to the report 
prepared by the head constable accused 
No. 10 was firm and emphatic that the 
bund could not be removed in the ab- 
sence of a Government order to that 
efiEect Bonds were, therefore, secured 
from accused Nos. 2 and 3 and also from 
the occupiers for appearance before the 
Sub-Inspector on the following morning. 
It appears diat these steps by the police 
produced no tangible result. The occu- 
piers realising that their crops were be- 
ing irreparably damaged made frantic 
efforts to get the bund removed and with 
tiiat object they approached some ryots 
of the surrounding villages to intervene 
on their behalf and to persuade the 
Mokhasadars to remove the bund. After 
the police party had left Surampalli on 
the evening of September 9, P. W.s 18 
and 14 and some other occupiers pro- 
ceeded to Gannavaram and approached 
some persons belonging to the Commu- 
nist, Party and apprised them of their 
ph'ght. The occupiers were assured of 
their support on the following morning. 
On the morning of September 10, P. W. 
11, Katragadda Pedavenkatarayudu ao 
companied by P. W. 6, Koli Nagabhu- 
shanam, and Anne Rama Rao (deceased 
No. 1), went to Mustabada on their way 
to Surampalli. At Mustabada they con?- 
tacted Chinna Anjayya (deceased No. 2) 
and P. W. 15, Pendyma Venkatesvvara 
Rao, and from there Uiey all proceeded 
to Surampalli. At the Panchayat Board 
OfiBce at Surampalli they collected 
P. W. 1, Madhukuluii Satyanarayana, 
P. W. 4, Kolampatta Venkata Subba>ya- 
(hari, P. W. 5, Jasti Ramrao, P. W. 7, 
Carimella Subbarao, P. W. 8, Carimella 
Venkataiah, P. W. 9, Mukkala Veeraiah 
and deceased No. S, B. Lakshmayya and 
also the six occupiers of the Kunta and 
two or three other persons. P. W. 12, 
Y. Mallikarjuna Rao also arrived there. 
A message was sent through P. W. 13 to 
bring accused Nos. 1 to 4 to the Pancha- 
yat Board Office but they were reported 
to be at the Kunta. Then all the persons 
gathered at the Panchayat Board office 
numbering about 20 proceeded to the 
Kunta at about 10 a. m. on September 
10. Accused Nos. 1 to 9 were found near 
the huts wliereas accused No. 10 vnth a 
gun was standing about 25 yards to the 
southeast of tlie huts. Accused Nos. 2 
and 4 had spears whereas accused Nos. 
S and o to 9 had sticks witli them. P. 


Ws. 1, 4, deceased No. 1, P. W. 11 and 
others are stated to have requested ac- 
cused Nos. 1 to 4 to remove the bund and 
save the growing crop belon^g to the 
poor men. The accused, declined to do 
so. Thereupon the six occupiers went 
towards the bund about 25 yards to the 
north of the huts and started themselves 
removing a portion thereof \vith their 
hands. Accused Nos. 1 to 9 thereupon 
rushed at them to beat them. At fliat 
stage P. W. 5, Jasd Ramarao, P. W. 7, 
Gaiimella Subba Rao and some others 
who had come to mediate intervened hut 
they were beaten by the accused. The 
prosecution witnesses in turn snatched 
the sticks from some of the accused per- 
sons and retaliated causing injuries to 
some of them. At this point of time ac- 
cused No. 10 who was standing near the 
huts shouted that the party of the occu- 
piers would not go back unless shot at 
and asked his companions to come back. 
Accused Nos. 1 to 9 started retreating 
towards the huts. Deceased No. 1 and 
P. W. 1 who was about 10 yar^ south- 
east of the huts at that time went to- 
wards accused No. 10 challenging him to 
shoot if he dared and saying mat they 
were prepared to be shot for a iust cause. 
Accused No. 10 then stepped forward 
and fired at deceased No. 1 from a dis- 
tance of about 10 yards. Crying out 
“Abba” deceased No. 1 fell do;vn and 
died on the spot A pellet grazed the 
nose of P. W. 1 who was a couple of 
yards behind deceased No. 1 and he too 
fell down. According to the prosecution 
version accused No. 2 hit P. W. 1 at 
the back as a restdt of which P. W. 1 also 
fell down unconscious. Accused No. 10 
is stated to have fired another shot to- 
wards the west as a result of which 
P. W. 6 was injured. Accused No. 10 then 
re-loaded his gun and fired a shot to- , 
wards the west and this hit deceased 
No. 2 who also fell down dead. The 
fourth shot was fired by accused No. 10 
in Uie northwestern direction which hit 
deceased No. 3 who was about 25 yards 
away from tfie huts and he too fell down 
dead. P. Ws. 2, S, 8, 9 and 10 also re- 
ceived pellet injuries in the coiuse of 
this firing. This, broadly speaking, is 
the prosecution case. 

4. According to the defence version 
sought to be supported by four defence 
witnesses the gun used during tlje occur- 
rence was brought by accused No. 1 who 
holds the necessary licence for diis fire- 
arm and it was he who used it in c-ser- 
dse of the right of priratc defence after 
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accused Nos. 2 to 4 had received iaiuries 
at the hands of about 200 or SOO Commu- 
nists who tiad come to the place of oo- 
currence from the house or P. W. 12. 
They were aimed with stids and speais 
and were also carrying their flag. They 
were raising party slogans and shouting 
tint Gottipulla pk)ple should be killed. 
They tried forcibly to remove the bund 
and on being obstructed by accused Nos. 

2 to 4 and meir servants working at dieir 
farm tbe occ u p i ers and flie Communists 
gave a severe beating to the latter. Ac- 
cused No. 1 came to the spot with his 
gun and fired at the aggressors in exer- 
cise of the ri^t of mivate defence. Ac- 
cused No. 10, according to this version, 
was not present at the spot ti his state- 
ment under Section 342, Crimiml Proce- 
dure Code this accused pleaded alibi by 
staling he was at Sivapuram, Eadapa 
district on the fateful day having gone 
there weeks before and that he Irnew 
nothing about this occusTcnee; according 
to him he stayed in Sivapuram for about 
one month and himself surrendered in 
the hlagistrate’s Court on hearing that he 
was named as an accused in this case. 
The Trial Court did not accept his plea 
of alibi: nor did the High Court accept 
it and we do not find any cogent groimd 
for disagreeing with this conclusion. 

5. Now, the facts in the background 
of which tile mestion of ri^t of private 
defence is to be considered ore that the 
Eunta was the pro perty of the Covem- 
ment and it was registeied as a source 
of irrigation in the year 1958 or 1959. 
The occupiers wero thus cultivating the 
Eunta in cn unaothoiised maimer. Boto 
sides had also secured injunction orders 
Erom the Civil Court agaln^ their oppo- 
nents and the orders secured by the ao- 
cused restrained the opposite party 
rplaintiSs in the suid from cutting any 
breaches in die bund. The accused no 
doubt seemed to hm'e put up the present 
ttnnd after the occupiers hag grown their 
crops but it is dear that fcjr a couple of 
years pimaously there was 
rmn and there was also no cultivation in 
the Eunta. The present bund was appa- 
rently raised on September 4, because it 
was on the morning of Septc^er 5, 
the cristenco of the bxmd is stated to 
have been noticed by the occupiers. There- 
after the occupiers approarhd toe polico 
authorities for assistoce in retting the 
bund removed but unfort un ately too mat- 
ter was not dealt with by the aulhoritfes 
in an effecth-e tnazmer as they ou^t to 


have. Having failed in their attempt to 
haw the bund removed, tbe occupiers 
with their Communist help seem to have 
gone to toe spot on the day of the oc- 
currence to help themselves. Up to this 
stage toere does not seem to be any con- 
btn'ersy. The only difference faetw^ 
toe rival versions relates to tbe question 
whether or not toe party of the occupiers 
was armed and their mnnber. The prose- 
cution witnesses would have us believe 
that they (the occupiers) along with some 
of their friends and supporters had gone 
to toe Eunta unarmed to peacefully per- 
suade the accused persons to remove the 
bund and that the accused petscras beat 
them up with sticks and spears. The ocv 
cupieis, acting merely in self-defence, 
snat^e^ toe sticks and speais from some 
of the acensed persons and Mve them a 
beating whereupon accused No. 10 used 
his gim indiscriminately firing at the 
party of the occupiers. The accused, on 
other b?»T»d, eJaimed that the party 
of toe occupiers helped by x>roniinent 
Communists whiito far ontnumbered the 
accused persons were armed with sticks 
and speais and they forcibly tried to re- 
move toe bund and when toe accosed 
<i)|ecled they were beaten, up. Appre- 
hending danger to their lives, the gun 
was used on behalf of the party of toe 
accused pemons. It was thus in exercise 
of toe right of private defence that this 
gon was used. It may at this stage be 
pointed out that the accused persons 
also reported toe matter to the police but 
on toe plea that the xx)lice was siding 
with toe occapiers and fevouring them 
too accused persons filed a compLiint in 
toe Court of a Magistrate against So per- 
sons and both the cases were tii^ simul- 
taneously. 

C. As eati side is blaming toe other 
of being to© a^ressor and toe witnesses 
for toe prosecution deposing to the occur- 
rence as e>’e-witnesse3 are clearly inter- 
ested in too occupiers, toe nature and ex- 
tent of the injuries suffered by the men 
of the two factions would serve as more 
reliable material for arriving at the truth. 
It is in this connection noteworthy that 
even according to toe prosecution wit- 
nesses too party of toe occapiers con- 
sisted of not less than 20 persons. We 
may now turn to the wound certiflcales 
of toe accused persons. CottipuIIa Ven- 
kata Sira Subbarayanam, agej TO years, 
accused No. 1, had 10 injuries on his 
person mainly on the head, base of too 
sec^ and toe sbotddeis and dying decia- 
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Jratibii was considered necessary by .the 
Gvil Assistant Surgeon. Gottipulla Ba- 
paiab, aged about 50 years, accused No. 
2 had the following injuries on his per- 
son: 

1. A contusion 12" in length X%" with 
raised edges placed diagonmly across the 
upper 1/3 of left half of the back, the 
lower end towards the spine and the 
upper end towards foe shoulder. 
Brownish red in coloinr; 

2. A contusion brownish red colour 
I" in diameter situated on foe right 
shoulder; 

3. Whole of the lifot shoulder joint 
swollen and brownish red in colour. 
Movements at right shoulder joint res- 
tricted; 

4. A contusion bluish in colour 3" in 
diameter on the outer aspect of upper 
half of tight arm; 

5. A contusion 6" 'X with raised 
edges situated diagonally across foe right 
side back, the outer end towards foe 
axilla and the upper end towards foe 
neck. -Brownish in colour; 

6. Whole of foe right hand swollen and 
tender brownish red in colom:; 

7. A lacerated injury 2" X Vz" scalp 
deep situated on foe left parietal emi- 
nence 4" above Pinna of left ear. Clotted 
blood seen in foe wound and is placed 
transversely; 

8. An incised woimd transversely placed 
on foe ri^t half of centre of occiput at 
foe back of head 1%" X 1/4" scalp deep. 
Clotted blood found in the wound. 

X-ray report disclosed M. G. dislocation 
of ri^t acromio clavicular joint 

7. Gottipulla Seshayya, aged 50 years, 
accused No. 3, had two injuries on his 
person one of which was incised wound 
scalp dera situated diagonally on the 
front half of right parietal bone. Dying 
declaration was not considered necessary 
and he w^as discharged from foe hospitsd 
on foe 16fo September, 1961, after six 
days. 

8. Gottipulla Subba Bao, aged 48 years, 

accused No. 4 had a brownish red con- 
tusion with raised edges and small abra- 
sion over it situated transversely on foe 
right forearm, 1/3 of which was swollen 
and tender. There was a fracture of the 
bone below. He also remained in foe 
hospital from September 10, to Septem- 
ber 16. __ 

9. Korlagunta Narayana Bao, aged 85 
years, accused No. 5 had four injuries on 
his person induding a lacerated injury 
2" Xl/i" scalp deep on foe front of foe 


ri^t parietal bone, %" to foe right of 
mid line of skull and another similar in- 
jury 1" X %" scalp deep on a contusion! 
3" in diameter, brownish red in colour 
at the back of jimction of both parietal 
bones in between parietal eminences. 

10. Shark Madarsaheb, aged 25 years, 
accused No. 6, had five injuries on his 
person including a contusion. He too re- 
mained in foe hospital for six days upto 
September 16, 1961. 

11. Thota Seefoaramayya, aged 40 
years, accused No. 7 had a sirnple injury 
on his right hand ring finger. 

12. Accused No. 8, Thota Subba Bao, 
aged 22 years had only a contusion on 
right birttock. 

13. These injuries quite clearly sug- 
gest that foe party of occupiers did not 
consist of a few unarmed persons who 
had no design to forcibly remove foe 
bund. It is foe prosecution case that foe 
accused were determined not to allow 
foe bund to be removed without an order 
from foe Government authorities and 
that they were prepared to use force to 
protect the bund. The accused were 
also armed with the gun belonging to 
accused No. 1 and this was fuUy known to 
foe occupiers. In this background it is not 
possible to accept foe story that foe pro- 
secution witnesses had gone to foe Kimta 
unarmed and it was only when they 
were beaten by foe accused persons that 
they in self-defence snatched foe 
sticks and spears from some of the accus- 
ed persons and beat up foe others with 
those sticks and spears. Some of foe 
injuries found on the persons of foe pro- 
secution witnesses were of course caus- 
ed by blunt weapons but most of foe 
injuries were, according to foe medical 
evidence caused by gun shots. 

14. According to foe trial Court 
both parties asserted their respective 
claims, foe occupiers to foe use of the 
land in foe Kunta for culttvation and foe 
accused to the use of foe Kunta as a' 
source of supply of rain water for irri- 
gating their land and these conflicting 
rights could not co-exist. When foe pro- 
secution witnesses attempted forcibly to 
remove foe bund the trouble flared up. 
The two factions had also affiliations 
with two different polittcal parries the 
occupiers had full support of foe Com- 
munist Party and accused No, 10 was a' 
member of foe Mandal Congress. That 
Court also did not believe foe prosecu- 
tion version that prosecution witnesses 
had gone to foe Kunta to peacefully per- 
suade foe accused xrersons to remove foe 
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btmd- It also held the occupation of the 
Kunta bv die occupiers to be un- 
authorised aher its re^tration as 
an irrigation tank. It further held that 
the bund as it existed on September 5, 
1961 had been raised by the accused per- 
sons but there vrere sluices and vents in 
the southern bund. The Court also found 
water from Erracheruvu used to flow 
into die bund of the Kunta from where 
it passed on to tiie fi^elds of the accused 
Nos. 1 to 4 with the result that the ao* 
cus^ persons were justified in raising 
the bund and if there was any contraven- 
tion of the Civil Court’s injunction the 
occupiers should have approached that 
Court for appropriate relief. It was on 
this line of reasoning that the action of 
the accused in protecting the bund was 
upheld. On a consideration of the pro- 
secution evidence the trial Court observ- 
ed that notwithstanding the denial of his 
presence at the spot By accused No. 10 
It was open to mm to sav that on the 

K ecution evidence itself he must be 
to have acted in exercise of the 
right of private defence and so observing 
dut Court expressed its coodusion thus: 


*The facts and circumstances elidted 
in the prosecution evidence referred to 
above dearly establish that the accused 
Nos. 1 to 9 were maintaining a right at 
that dme, that the bund was beinz re- 
moved by men on the other side and the 
men on the other side also inflicted simple 
and grievous injuries on the accused Nos. 
1 to 9. In sudi a situation it was open 
either to any of the accused Nos. 1 to 9 
or even to die lOth accused to do some- 
thing to avert further beating. The beat- 
ing to the extent to which it took place 
resulted in grievous injuries to some of 
the accused. Under these circumstances 
it has to be held that the facts disdose 
a situation in which die 10th accused can' 
well daim to have acted in the exercise 
of the right of private defence. Charges 
4 to 6, 10 to 13, IS to -17 against the 
10th accused, therefore, fail. Conseejuent- 
ly, the charges 7, 8 and 9 against the 
remaining accused also faiL" 

15. In regard to the other charges, 
after discussing the evidence in the 
and other material on the recorf and cri- 
tidsing the failure on the part of the 
police authorities to take eUecti\-e and 
timely measures in advance to nnn-ent 
the occurrence in question the trial Court 
came to the condusion that in regard to 
the actual beating suffered by the mem- 
bers of both parties the evidence was so 


conflicting and their respective versions 
so distorted that no definite finding could 
safely be arrived at All that emerjjed 
&om the material in the Courts view was 
that &e accused wanted to retain the 
bund which 4e prosecution party wanted 
to remove and the fight ensued. On this 
view the accused were acquitted. 

16. On appeal Basi Reddy, J., who 
disposed it of in the High Court under 
Section 4^, C rimin al Procedure Code 
felt that the case put forward by the pro- 
secution was substantially true and the 

set up by the defence palpably false. 
According to the learned Judge neither 
the accused had a right to put up tho 
bund nor had the occupiers a right to en- 
croach on the bed of the Kunta. The in- 
junction order in favour of the accused 
was only based on the existence of a bund 
at the time of the order and thus did 
not entitle the accused to raise a new 
bund whereas the injunction order in 
favour of the occupiers restrained the ao- 
cused persons from interfering with the 
enjoyment of the Kunta by the occupiers. 
The accused who had raised the bund 
and who being fullv armed were deter- 
mined to guard and preserve it by iise 
of force were held by tbe learned Judge 
to constitute an unIa^^'ful assembly. Ac- 
cused Nos. 2, 4 and 10 were held to be 
armed with deadly weapons and there- 
fore gufltv of Section 148, Indian Penal 
Code and the other accused were held 
guilty under Section 147, Indian Penal 
Code. Tbe right of private defence v/as 
also negatived by the learned Judge. It 
was observed that this right bad not been 
pleaded by accused No. 10 and on the 
prosecution evidence the accused had first 
attacked tbe mediators ou their Interven- 
tion to pwweiit tl» being 

beaten ' up and it was thereafter that 
P. Ws. 5 and 7 and others beat the accus- 
ed persons in retaliation. The High Court 
did not consider it material whether the 
prosecution witnesses and others had 
brought with them sticks or had snatch- 
ed the same from the accused persons 
and sustenance of injuries by /Accused 
Nos. 1 to 8 in this connection was held not 
to five rise to any right of private defence. 
Holding the use of the gun by accused 
Na 10 to be his Individual act indepen- 
dent of the object of the assembly lie 
alone was held guilty of the offence of 
murder. 

17. In our opinion the High Chart 
has rnisconceiv^ the law in regard to 
the right of priTOte defence and the 
appeal has, therefore, to be allowed. The 
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li^t of private defence of person and 
property is recognised in all free, civ^- 
ed, democratic societies within certain 
reasonable limits. Those limits are dic- 
tated by two considerations: (1) that the 
same right is claimed by. all other mem- 
bers of the society and (2) that it is the 
State which generally -undertakes the 
responsibility for the maintenance of law 
and order. The citizens, as a general rule, 
are neither expected to run away for 
safety when faced with grave and immi- 
nent danger to their person or property as 
a result of unlawful aggression, nor are 
they expected, by use of force, to right 
the -wrongs done to them or to punish 
die -wrongdoer for commission of ofiFences. 
The right of private defence serves a so- 
cial pmpose and as observed by this 
Comrt more than once there is nothing 
more degrading to the human spirit than 
to run away in face of peril; (Munshi 
Ram v. Delhi Administration, Criminal 
Appeal No. 124 of 1965, D/- 27-11-1967= 
(reported in AIR 1968 SC 702) and Kishna 
V. State of Rajasthan, Criminal Appeal No. 
23 of 1960, D/- 30-10-1962 (SC)). But 
this ri^t is basically preventive and not 
punitive. It is in this backgroimd that 
the provisions of Sections 96 to 106, Indian 
Penm Code which deal -with the right of 
private defence have to be construed. 
According to Section 96 nothing is an 
offence which is done in the exercise of 
the right of private defence and under 
Section 97 subject to the restrictions con- 
tained in S. 99 every person has a right to 
defend; (1) his own body and the body of 
any other person against any offence af- 
fecting the human body and (2) the pro- 
perty whether movable or immovable of 
himself or of any other person against 
any act which is an offence falling under 
the definition of theft, robbery, mischief 
or criminal trespass or which is an at- 
tempt to commit these offences. The 
right of private defence, according to 
Section 99, does not e.xtend to an act 
which does not reasonably cause the ap- 
prehension of death or of a grievous hurt 
if done or attempted to be done by a 
public servant acting in good faith eta, 
and there is also no right of private de- 
fence in cases in which there is time to 
have recourse to the protection of the 
public autliorities. Nor does it extend to 
the inflicting of more harm than is neces- 
sary to inflict for the purpose of defiance. 
Section 100 lays down the circumstances 
in which the right of private defence of 
the body extends to the voluntary caus- 
ing of death or of any other harm to the 


assailants. They are: (1) if the assault 
which occasions the exercise of the right 
reasonably causes the apprehension that 
death or grievous hurt would otherwise 
be the consequence thereof and (2) jf such 
assault is inspired by an intention to com- 
mit rape or to gratify unnatural lust or 
to kidnap or abduct or to -wrongfully 
confine a person under circumstances 
which may reasonably cause apprehen- 
sion that the victim would be unable to 
have recourse to public authorities for 
his release. In case of less serious offen- 
ces this right extends to causing any harm 
other than death. The right of private 
defence to the body commences as soon 
as reasonable apprehension of danger to 
the body arises from an attempt or threat 
to commit the offence though the offence 
may not have been committed and it con- 
tinues as long as the apprehension of 
danger to the body continues. The right 
of private defence of property under Sec- 
tion 103 extends, subject to Section 99, to 
the voluntary causing of death or of any 
other harm to the wrongdoer if the 
offence which occasions the exercise of 
the right is robbery, house-breaking by 
ni^t, mischief by fire on any bifilding 
etc., or if such offence is, theft, mischief 
or house trespass in such circumstances 
as may reasonably cause apprehension 
that death or grievous hurt will be the 
consequence, if the right of private 
defence is not exercised. This right com- 
mences when reasonable apprehension of 
danger to the property commences and its 
duration, as prescribed in Section 105, in 
case of defence against criminal trespass 
or mischief, continues as long as the 
offender continues in the commission of 
such offence. Section 108 extends the 
right of private defence against deadly 
assault even when there is risk of harm 
to innocent persons. 

18. In the case in hand it is undoubt- 
edly true that the accused persons arc 
found to have raised the bund after the 
rainfall of September 4, 1961. But it is 
indisputable that the occupiers had ample 
opportunity of approaching the public 
authorities concerned if they felt that 
their right bad been encroached upon. 

It is noteworthy that the accused penons 
had accomplished the raising of tlie bund 
long before the occupiers noticed it. A 
civil suit had already been instituted by 
them as far back as 1957 in respect of 
llieir right to afltivate tlie Kunta. In 
that suit a permanent injunction had been 
sought against the defendants and their 
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fering with plaintiffs possession 
enjoyment of Ae disputed land. Damages 
amounting to Rs. SOO/- were also claimed 
in that suit for loss suffered by the plain- 
tife as a result of trespass alleged to ha\’e 
been committed by the defendants on 
the said land Tl^ suit was pending at 
the time of the occunence in question 
and as observed earlier in Febmary, 1960 
both sides had secured injunctions in this 
suit The police authorities had also 
been approached by the occupiers with 
a complaint against tie recent raising of 
the bund by the accused persons a couple 
of days prior to the present occurrence. 
If the Sub-Inspector concerned was guilty 
of grave dereliction of duty (as to our 
opinion he clearly was) the higher autho- 
rities could easily have been approadied 
by the occupiers and their supporters. 
Even the Civil Court could have been 
moved with a complaint that the accused 
persons were interfering with the occu- 
piers’ possession and enjoyment of the 
KuDtx But Instead of having recourse 
to these steps the occupien and their 
supporten decided to go to the spot to 
large numbers folly determined to re- 
move the btmd by ose of force. ^Vhell 
this ottempt was tolled by the accused 
persons with show of force the party of 
the prosecution witnesses mercOessly 
beat up some of the accused persons wfao 
were advanced to age. This conduct on 
the part of the occupiers and their sup- 
porters was, to Our opinion, suiEdent, on 
the facts and drcumstances of this cas^ 
to give rise to a reasonable apprehension 
in toe mind of accused No. 10 that toe 
victims of this assault srould have been 
lolled had he not exercised the if^t of 
private defence. The use of the cun by 
accused No. 10 against toe members of 
toe opposite faction wmild thus seem to 
be fussed. It may be recoiled that ac- 
cused No. 1 aged about 60 years, who is 
toe fatoer-in-law of accused No. 10 had 
receh’cd as many as 10 injuries mostly on 
rftal parts of toe body and accused Na 
2 about 50 years old had also been sito- 
jected to severe beating. In a situation 
lil» this it Is not possible for an aveiago 
person stooso mental eidtement 1 )q 
better imagined than described, to weigh 
too position in golden scales and ft was, 
in OUT optoioD, weH-ni^ impossible for 
toe penon placed to the position of ao- 
cosed No, 10 to tabs a entm and objeo 
ti^T view e i i>ec t ed fa the detached at- 
mosphere of a Court, arid calculate with 


force would effectively serve toe purpose 
of self-defence and when to stop. It ap 
pears that toe persons against whom the 
gun was used were toe real aggressors 
bom whom accused No. 10, agitat ed to 
mind as he must be at that time, appre- 
hended grave d^ger to the lives of toe 
other accused persons and ultimately to 
himself. We are, therefore, satisfied that 
accused No, 10 was fully justified to using 
his gun to exercise of toe right of private 
defence against toe party of the prosecu- 
tion witnesses who had come to the spot 
in support of the occupiers to use force 
to removing the bund and who actually 
did use it and mercilessly beat up toe 
accused persons and that accused No. 10 
did not exceed this right. 

19- The fact toat the plea of self- 
defence was not raised by accused No. 10 
and toat he had on the contrary pleaded 
alibi does not, to our view, prmude the 
Court from giving to him the benefit of 
toe right of private defence, if, on pro- 
per appraisal of the evidence and other 
relevant material on toe record, toe Court 
condudes that the drcumstances in whlcb 
he found himself at the relevant titwH 
gave him the right to use his gun in ezeiv 
dsc of this ri^t When theru is evidence 
proving that a person accused of IrfUing 
or injuring another acted to the ezerdso 
of toe ri^t of private defence the Court 
would not be Justified in ignoring toat 
evidence and convicting the accused 
merely because too latter has set up a 
defence of alibi and set forth a plea 
different from the riitot of private 
defence. The analogy or estoppel or of 
the tedmical rules or civil pleadings fs, 
to cases lilce the present, inappropriate 
and toe Courts are expected to adminis- 
te toe law of private defence to a prac- 
tical way with reasonable liberality so as 
to effectimt© its underlying object, bear- 
ing to mind toat the essentud basic cha- 
racter of this right is preventive and not 
retributive. _ The approach of the High 
Court to this matter seems to ns to be 
eirroeous. We accordingly allow too ap- 
peal and acquit the appellants. 

Appeal allowed. 
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Basliir Alimad and others. Appellants v. 
Government of Andhra Pradesh, Respon- 
dent. 

Civil Appeal No. 1159 of 1967, D/- 19- 
11-1969. 

Contract Act (1872), Section 32 — Con- 
tingent contract — Government of Hyde- 
rabad purchasing plaintiff’s book of medi- 
cinal prescriptions, with a view to start 
limited company for manufacture and 
sale of unani medicine — Part payment 
for the book made to plaintiff and pos- 
session of book taken — Proposal to form 
company not materialising — Suit by 
plainHff for payment of balance of con- 
sideration — Contract held not contin- 
gent on event of floating company — 
Plaintiff held had not undertaken to form 
company. Judgment of Andh. Pra. H. C. 
Reversed. 

Government of H. E. H., the Nizam 
had decided to purchase the plaintiff’s 
book of unani medicinal prescriptions 
and start manufacture of medicines. It 
was ordered by the Nizam that the book 
of prescriptions be purchased and a public 
limited company be floated to run the 
medicinal factory, tliat the plaintiff be 
paid Rs. 50,000 in cash and Rs. one and 
half lakh be invested on behalf of the 
plaintiff in the capital of the company. 
In obedience to the firman Rs. 50,000 
were paid to the plaintiff and tlie posses- 
sion of the book of prescriptions “Tohfa- 
c-Osinania” obtained. The proposal of 
floating a company did not materialise 
and a person who was appointed as 
managing director of the proposed com- 
pany was rehTn’ed of his post. But it ap- 
peared that the managing director had 
not obtained any formal charge because 
the company had not taken any separate 
existence. The plaintiff was continued 
to be paid an allowance of Rs. 800/- P. M. 
in accordance with the firman, till 1953 
when the payment was stopped. On 
July 6, 1953 the book was returned to 
the plaintiff who however, refused to 
take it. The plaintiff filed a suit against 
the Government of Andhra Pradesh for 
recovery of Rs. 1,40,000 on allegation that 
rhe defednaiit Hj’derabad State had 
agreed to take over a concern run by 
the plaintiff and a book of prescriptions 
named 'Tohfa-e-Osmania" a nd in pursu- 
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ance of that agreement Rs. 50,000 had 
been paid to the plaintiff but the balance 
had remained outstanding. He further 
claimed arrears of allowance which was 
due to him under the agreement. The 
State Government made a counter claim 
and prayed for a decree for O. S. Rs. 
50,000, the money which had been al- 
ready paid in pursuance of the alleged 
agreement, on the ground that the pro- 
posal to form a company did not mate- 
rialise due to the default of the plaintiff 
who it was alleged had taken the respon- 
sibility for floating the company. 

Held after going through the circum- 
stances and the various firmans that it 
was not a part of the agreement that the 
plaintiff had to float the company. Gov- 
ernment had in pursuance of the scheme 
appointed a Managing Director of the 
jrroposed company and had purchased 
the book ‘Tohfa-e-Osmania’ and the pro- 
]ieriy in it passed to the Government. 
Though the book was brought for the com- 
pany to be floated, this did not make the 
contract contingent. The . Government 
chose to carry out the contract piece- 
meal and proceeded to buy the book 
and make an advance of Rs. 50,000. The 
balance of Rs. 1,50,000 according to the 
firman had to be invested on his behalf 
in the capital of the company. But it 
the company could for some reason not 
be floated the plaintiff did not lose his 
right to enforce the contract. As far as 
the book “Tolifa-e-Osmania” was con- 
cerned it was clear that the Government 
in part performance of the agreement 
took deliv ery’ of the book and according- 
ly must pay the price mentioned in the 
agreement. (Para 18) 

Held further that there was no mate- 
rial to .slmw that the plaintiffs statement 
in a letter that he would sell shares for 
Rs. 5 lakhs was part and parcel of the 
original agreement. He might have sta- 
ted this in order to speed up the forma- 
tion of the company, but it in no way 
could be said to form part of tlie agree- 
ment which had nearly three years ear- 
lier been partly performed. Judgment of 
.Andh. Pra. H. C., Reversed. (Para 20) 

The Judgment of the Court was deli- 
vered by 

SIKRI, J.: Tin's appeal by certificate 
granted by the High Court of Andhra 
Pradesh is directed against its judgment 
and decree setting aside the decree pass- 
ed by the Trial Court and dismissing the 
suit filed by the plaintiff, Hakim Mir 
.Anwar .Ahmed, now de«-ased. The ap- 
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peal is by the plaintiffs legal represen- 
.ames^^e ^ suit for the 

re^very of O. S. Bs. 1,40.000 on the al- 
legation that the defendant, the Hydera- 
bad Stale Government had agreetl to 
take over a concern being run by the 
plaintiff and a book of jirescriptlons 
named Tohfa-e-Osmania”, and in pursu- 
ance of that agreement Rs. 50,000 had 
been paid to the plaintiff but the balance 
had remained outstanding. He further 
claimed arrears of allowance which was 
due to him under the agreement. 

■ The Stale Gosernment made a 
counter-claim and prayed for a decree 
for O. S. Rs. 50,000, tin- money whidr 
liad been already paid in pnrsiiance of 
the alleged agreement. 

3. The Trial Court p.^'.sed a decree 
for a sum of O. S. Rs. 70,000 and dis- 
missed the counter-claim preferred by 
the defendant. The High Court, as men- 
tioned earlier, dismissed the plaintiffs 
suit in toto and decreed the counter- 
claim of the defendant. 

4. Tlie Trial Court had framed a 
number of issues but wc are only con- 
cerned with issues 0, 7 and 8, which are 
to the following effect'. 

“6. Was there a comnlelcd and con- 
cluded contract enforceable under law 
and has the Plaintiff any cause of action? 
What is the effect on thi'* case of pay- 
ment of a lump sum of Rs. 50,000 
and a salary of Rs. 500 per month to 
Anwer Ahmad by the Gos’cmmenl? 

7. Is the defcnd.aiit Government enti- 
tled to receive the amounts paid to the 
Plaintiff. If so to what cslcnt? 

8. Is the Plaintiff entitled to any 
amounts or chamages and if .so lo what 
extent?” 

5. Tlie relevant facts for the deter- 
mination of these issues arc as follows. 
It is common case that H. E. II. the 
Nizam visited Delhi in or about 1936 
and there he happened to meet the plain- 
tiff and invited liim to Hyderabad. Tlie 

f ilainliff had been working with the late 
amous Hakim A|rnal Khan Saheb. The 
idea of H. E. H. the Nizam wms that the 
plaintiff would be a gre.il .asset in the 
field of Unani mcdichie in the State of 
Hyderabad. The plaintiff accordingly 
went to Hyderabad and started liis Davva- 
khana. On Isl Saf.ir 1355 H, the Cliief 
SccTClarv wTOle to the plaintiff that 
H. E. H. tlic Niz.un would inaugurate 
the plaintiffs factory to he called ”Muk- 
zanu! Advi.i Majeodiya”. It appears tliat 


II. E. H the Nizam's grand-son was 
known as Majeedi Pasha. H. E. H. the 
Nizam also promised to give sufficient 
grant to the Daw’akhana when the ques- 
tion of reorganisation of Dawakhana was 
decided. Arrangements were made for 
the inauguration and the list of persons 
to be invited settled. 

6. On 26th H Jami 1361 H, H. E. H. 
the Nizam issued an order suggesting 
tliat something be done for Hakeem An- 
w.ir Ahmed who liad suffered loss on ac- 
count of dearness of articles etc. II. E. H. 
finallv concluded: 

■■Finally I think it necessary to say 
»fime thing more tliat is, this person is 
ail expert in the art of medicine from 
the period of the late Hakim Ajmal Khan 
who had full confidence in his work and 
no doubt the medicines prepared by him 
are rare and unavailable in our days 
which vvere prepared in specified medi- 
val way.” 

In this order H. E. H, the Nizam also 
suggested that a Committee be appointed 
constituting one member of the Finance 
Department, the other from the ^^l^tary 
Department and the third from the Nazim 
Medical Sendee and this Committee be 
ordered to submit its report within one 
month lo the ooncernccl department In 
the Council considering all the aspects 
how to save this Makhasan from the 
lU-vaslations of time. 

7. In pnrsu.ntice of this diretlivo the 
Committee met on July 29, 19-12, ami 
suggested a certain scheme. Tliese sug- 
gestions were further modified in a meet- 
ing dalcil /lily 31, 1912 The suggestions 
wore cojivcywi to the plaintiff and he 
was asked to submit his own proposals 
for the consideration of the Committee. 
In a meeting on August 19, 1942, the 
Committee ilccided that a company 
should he fioalwl and the name of the 
proposetl company would be -Nfagzen 
Majcedia Advia Limited” 

Wc may reproduce para 2 of this pro- 
|K>sa!: 

The issued capital of the concern sh.ill 
lie nijiccs two lakhs, out of vvliich the 
Government slial! purchase 55% of the 
shares and the remaining 45% of the 
slurcs shall be earmarked for the public 
and out of latter shares for Rs. 1000() 
‘hall 1)0 allotted to Mouivi Anwar Ahmed 
Saheb which diall be deemed to be the 
compensation for the technical services 
vvliidi hr mav render and he shall give 
all his medical formulas lo the company." 
We need not mention the other details 
regarding the management. It was also 
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suggested that the samans (articles) 
sent in the Dawakhana of the plaintiff 
would be taken into possession after as- 
certaining their value and the shares of 
the same value would be allotted to him 
which shall be in addition to the shares 
of Rs. 10,000. It was also provided tliat 
the plaintiff would get a sum of Rs. 375 
per mensem towards his remuneration. 

S The plaintiff agreed to these pro- 
posals but suggested tliat experts be con- 
sulted in connection with the scheme, 
and he ■ e.xpressed preference for tlie 
Makhasan being nationalised. memo- 
randum was submitted to H. E. H. the 
Nizam ancl he was pleased to issue the 
following order in September, 1943: 

“In view of the opinion of the council 
the proposals submitted by the committee 
appointed for the purpose of receivmg 
the Makzan Advia Majeedia winch is part 
and parcel of the Sadar Shafakliana Niza- 
mia from the “Dusthburd Zamana (i. e. 
from the I'ieissitudes of tiniey are hereby 
approved. Action may be taken accord- 
inriv. It is further ordered that the said 
Dawakhana (Makzan Advia Majeedia 
Limited) should always be run on com- 
mercial lines under the supenusion ot 
the Government. Arrangements may_ be 
made for the purchase of the medicines 
prepared by the said Dawakhana, not 
onlv by the Government Hospitals but 
also bv the public both in the State and 
outside the State and al tlie formu as of 
Hakim Anwar Ahmed should be obtmn- 
ed for the said Limited Company and I 
may be informed of the compensation to 
lie paid to the said Hakim Alimed for 
the same and the case may be completed 
after the end of Ramzan because it is 
highly necessary that this matter be de- 
cided during the lifetime of the said 
Anwar Ahmed since he has been of in- 
firm health most of these days. 

9 In compliance with the aliOTC 
orders a committee was appointed lor 
determining tlie compensation for good- 
will compensation for the formulas and 
an kssessment of the value of die exist- 
iim assets of the Factor}'. The Committee, 
considering that the prescriptions were 
bein"' purchased for a company, fj^^d 
the compensation at Rs. 1,20,000. This 
compensation was computed by consider- 
in" the profits which used to be derived 
annuallv. The total compensation deter- 
mined was two lakhs and the method J 
nayment w.ns recommended as lollows. 

“Out of this amount Hakim Mcer An- 
war Ahmed will be paid in cash a sum 


of rupees forty thousand as per the orders 
of the H. E. H. the Nizam and the 
balance of rupees one lakh and sixty 
thousand will be paid to him in the 
shape of shares in tlie proposed company. 
In view of the circumstances stated above 
the new company i. e. Magzan Advia 
Majeedia (Limited) will be started with- 
a proposed capital of rupees ten lakhs. 
Out of which the issued capital will be 
rupees five lakhs and out of the same 
shares worth npiees one lakh and sixty 
thousand shall be allotted to Hakim Meer 
Anwar Ahmed and the shares for the 
balance of the capital shall be allotted 
to the public.” 

The Finance Minister remarked that all 
the payments to Hakim j'Vnwar Ahmed 
should be made in cash except those re- 
presenting the purchase price of stock 
for which shares of the same value will 
be allotted to him out of the company’s 
sliare cajiital. The Council of Ministers 
suggested that the Government should 
purchase one-third of the issued capital 
shares of the proposed company. .Ml 
•these proposals tvere submitted to H. E. 
H. the Nizam for orders. H. E. H. die 
Nizam issued the following Firman, on 
July 2, 1945: . 

“In this matter the proposals of ttic 
council submitted in the regard are ap- 
propriate. Action may be taken accord- 
ingly. However Hakeem Anwar Ahmed 
shall be paid Rs. 500 instead of Rs. 400 
ner month (from 1st of Sharawar) subject 
to the condition proposed and out of the 
compensation agreed to be paid to him 
a sum of rupees fifty thousand in cash 
instead of rupees forty thousand may be 
paid to him and a receipt obtained. The 
remaining sum of rupees one and half 
lakh should be invested on his behalf in 
the capital of the company. 

In any way all the matters should be 
settled within two weeks and the result 
should be intimated to me. Now-a-days 
Hakeem Anwar Ahmed is bed-ridden 
with heart trouble. Hence it is highly 
necessary to decide these matters in his 
lifetime 'since this matter has been pend- 
ing for a long time.’’ 

10. In obedience to this Firman, on 

August 1, 1945, a cheque for Rs. 50,000 
was sent to the plaintiff and he was ask- 
ed to send the book 'Tohfa-e-O.smania” 
On August 3. 1945, the plaintiff sent the 
hook in a sealed cover. Howe\'er, noth- 
ing further happened regarding the float- 
ing of the company. . , . 

11. On April 6, 1948, the plaintiff 
wrote to the Secretary to the Govern- 
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ment. Medical Department, suggestmg 
that the cash compensation which was 
to be paid to him be increased. He also 
wanted the compensation for the 
cines and the goodwill to be revised. He 
suggested that the entire compensation 
may be paid in cash. In the course or 
this letter he said: 

“Thus there are some practicid diffi- 
culties in the way of the business of 
"Makhzan” which it is impossible to over- 
come in the near future. Apart from 
this there is no likelihood of the availa- 
bility of capital. 1 had, on the basis of 
the promises made by my friends assur^ 
that at least shares of the value of (5) 
lakhs would be sold through me and as 
such I had filed a list of the expected 
purchasers but I regret to say “That cup 
iS broken and that cup bearer is no more." 

12. It is on this passage that the defen- 
dant rests his altemathe case that the 
whole contract fell through because the 
plaintiff was not able to fulfil his part 
of the contract. 

13. On June 15, 19-13, the Secretary 
to Government, Medical Department, sub- 
mitted on Arazdasht to H. E. H. the 
Nizam for information. In this ho sub- 
mitt^ that the conditions were not 
favourable for converting the Magzan 
Advia Majeedia into a limited factory 
and the matter may be postponed for 
the present and the status quo maintain- 
ed. It appears that one Syed Ahmed 
Mohiuddin was appointed Managing 
Director of the proposed limited com- 
pany and in this Arazdasht it was sug- 
gested that he be relieved of the post. 

14. On June 13, 1918, tlie plaintiff 
>vrole saying that Moulvt Syed Ahmed 
Mohiuddin, Managing Director, Maksan 
Adviya Majeedia (Limited) Kid not ob- 
tained any formal charge because tlic 
Company had not taken any separate 
existence till then. 

15. Tlie defend.'uit continued to pay 
the allowance of Its. 500 to the plaintiff 
till 1933. On June 25, 1953, the SccTe- 
tary to Government, Metlical and Health 
Department, directed that (1) steps to 
recover the sum of Rs. 50,000 paid to 
Hakeem Anwar Ahmed ma> be dro|^>ed; 
(2) the book of prescriptions and other 
papers received from him in considera- 
tion of the amount of Rs 1410,000 pro- 
posed to be jvaid to him may also lie 
returned; and (3' the payment of an al- 
lowance of Rs. 500 per month which is 
now being made may be stopped forth- 
with. On July 6, 1933. the book \v.m> 


returned to tlie plaintiff but the plauiliif 
refused to receive it. 

16. The learned counsel for the ap- 
pellant, Mr. Danial Lalifi, contends that 
there was an outright sale of the book 
and the defendant could not unilaterally 
return the book after the property in 
the goods had vested in the defendant. 

17. The learned counsel for the res- 
pondent. Mr. Reddy, contends that (1) 
there vv.is no contract between the plain- 
tiff and the Government; (2) assuming 
that tlicre was a contract it was a c-an- 
(ingent contract, the contingency being 
the funnation oE the company; and {% 
the c-ontract was a package deal and the 
integrated scheme providetJ for compen- 
:i.ition for the book, goodwill and stock 
on the condition th.at it would be the 
business of the plaintiff to float the com- 
pany and as he failed to sell shares of 
the company to the extent of Rs. 5 lakhs, 
the scheme fell through due to plaintiff’s 
dof.-mlt. 

18. It seems to, us that the Govern- 
ment definitely entered into an agreement 
with the plaintiff. The terms of - the 
agreement are contained in the proposals 
.IS mollified by H. E. H. the Nizam in 
the Firman dated Jnlv 2, 1945. In short, 
the agreement was tnat the Government 
would buy the book of prescriptions 
(Tohf.a-c-Osmania), goodwill and existing 
assets of the factory for Rs. 2 lakhs for 
a company to he floated by it. It was 
not a p.irt of the agreement that the plain- 
tiff had to float the company. The Gov- 
ernment had in pursuance of the scheme 
appointed a Managing Director of the 
projxised company. Further the Govern- 
ment in pursuance of the agreement pur- 
chased the book (Tohfa-e-Osmania) and 
(lie property in it passed to the Govern- 
ment. ft is true that the book vv.as 
liought for the comp.any to be floated, 
but we are unable to appreciate now 
this makes the contract contingent. It is 
no doubt tn:c that the contract was at 
one stage a package deal but the Govcni- 
ment choic to carry out tlie contract 
piecemeal and proceeded to buv the book 
and make an adv.ance of Rs. 50,000. The' 
balance of Rs. 1450,000, according to the 
Finnan dated July 2. 1943, had to be' 
-invosted on^his behalf in the capital of 
the company . But if the company could! 
for some re-ison not he floated the plain-! 
tiff did not lose liis right to enforce the 
contract. 3Ve are not concerned with 
the value of goodwill and other assets, 
in this case now, but as far as the book 
'Tohfa-e-Osmanta" is concerned it is clear! 
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that the Government in part performance 
of the agreement took delivery of the 
book and accordingly must pay the price 
mentioned in the agreement. 

19. Regarding the third point urged 
on behalf of the respondent, there is no 
material to show that the statement con- 
tained in plaintiffs letter dated April 6, 
1948, that he had assured tliat he would 
sell shares for Rs. 5 lakhs was part and 
jparcel of the original agreement. He 
jmay have stated this in order to speed 
inp the formation of the company, but 
it in no way can be said to form part 
iof the agreement which had nearly three 
\-ears earlier been partly performed. 

20. -In the result the appeal is allow- 
ed, the decree of the High Court set aside 
and the decree of the Trial Court restor- 
ed. The appellants will have their costs 
in this Court but the parties will bear 
their own costs in the High Court. 

Appeal allowed. 


AIR 1970 SUPREME COURT 1093 
(V 57 C 231) 

S. M; SIKRI, C. K. MITTER AND 
P. JAGANMOHAN REDDY, JJ. 

Lala Ram, Appellant v. Hari Ram, Res- 
pondent. 

Criminal Appeal No. 191 of 1967, D/- 
17-10-1969. 

(A) Limitation Act (1963), Section 12 (2) 

— Section 417 (4), Criminal P. C. itself 

prescribes a period of 60 days limitation 
for application for special leave under 
Section 417 (3) — It is a period of limita- 
tion within meaning of Section 12 (2) — 
Legislature could provide for sueh period 
in Code itself — Insertion of separate 
article in Limitation Act was not neces- 
sary — AIR 1964 SC 260 and AIR 1961 
Bom 154 (FB), Ref. to — (Criminal P. C. 
(1898), Section 417 (4) ). (Para 9) 

(B) Criminal P. C. (1898), S. 417 (4) — 
‘Shall be entertained’ — Word ‘entertain’ 
means ‘file or received by the Court’ — 
It has no reference to actual hearing of 
application for special leave to appeal. 

(Para 10) 

(C) Constitution of India, Article 136 

— High Court holding that Magistrate 

was not entitled to reject evidence of 
independent eye-witnesses — No inter- 
ference with finding of fact by Supreme 
Court in absence of any reason being 
shown. (Para 12) 

CN/DN/F228/69/KSB/A 


(D) Penal Code (1860), Section 99 — 
No right of private defence when there 
is ample opportunity of having recourse 
to authorities. (Para 13) 

Cases Refened: Chronological Paras 
(1968) AIR 1968 SC 488 (V 55) = 

(1968) 1 SCR 505, Lakshmiratan 
Engineering Works Ltd. v. Asst, 
Commr.. Sales Tax 10 

(1964) AIR 1964 SC 260 (\' 51) = 

(1964) 4 SCR 982 = 1964 (1) 

Cri LJ 152, Kaushalya Rani v. 

Copal Singh 7 

(1961) AIR 1961 Bom 154 (V 48) = 

ILR (1961) Bom 135 = 1961 (1) 

Cri LJ 637 (FB), Anjanabai v. 
Yeshwantrao Daulatrao 8 

The following Judgment of the Court 
was deh4’ered by 

SIICRI, J.: Hari Ram, respondent, filed 
a complaint against Lala Ram, appellant, 
alleging that Lala Ram had attacked 
liim with a Kassi on June 10, 1964, at 
about 6 pm. Poonaram, who was stand- 
ing there prevented the blow from fall- 
ing on Hari Ram by receiving it on his 
hand. The respondent, however, made 
a second attack and inflicted an injury 
on the left shoulder of Hari Ram. Hari 
Ram and Poonaram got themseh'es exa- 
minee] by the Ci\’il Assistant Surgeon of 
the city and the injury report was sub- 
mitted along with the complaint. 

2. The learned Magistrate acquitted 
the accused. Hari Ram filed an applica- 
tion under Section 417 (3) of die Crimi- 
nal Procedure Code for leave to appeal 
against the order of the Magistrate. Leave 
was granted by the Higli Court, and 
thereupon Hari Ram filed the appeal. 
The High Court accepted the appeal and 
convicted the appellant, Lala Ram, under 
Section 324, I. P. C., and sentenced him 
to four months’ rigorous imprisonment. 

3. The attention of tlic High Court 
was not drawn to the Probation of Of- 
fenders Act, 1958, during the hearing of 
the appeal but subsequent to the deli%'ery 
of the judgment an application was filed 
under Section .56I-A, Cr. P. C., read \rith 
Sections 3. 4 and 6 of the Probation of 
Offenders Act. It was alleged in the ap- 
nlication that the appellant w-as 20 years 
old and the High Court should have given 
him the benefit of the Probation of 
Offenders Act. The High Court did not 
accede to this application. The appel- 
lant having obtained special leave from 
tin's Court, the appeal is now before us. 

4. The main contention of law which 
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arises before tis is whether the appeal to 
the Hish Court was filed within Jimita- 
tion The application for leave to appeal 
to' the High Court under Section 417 (3) 
against the order of acquittal of the 
Magistrate, dated August 31, 19&>, \yas 
filed on November 1, 19&5 It was claim- 
ed by the applicant that two days were 
necessary for obtaining the certified copy 
of the order of the Magistrate and the 
applicant was entitled to deduct these 
two days taken for obtaining the certi- 
fied copy of the order of the Magistrate 
Tliere is no doubt that the application 
would be in time if these hvo days are 
deducted. Uut the learned counsel for 
the appellant contends that Section 12 (Z) 
of the Indian Limitation Act is no^ at- 
tracted to applications under Sec. 417 (3), 
Cr. P. C. Section 41" (3) and (4'‘ read as 
follows: 

“417. (1) Subject to the prem'sions of 
sub-section (3), the Stale Government 
may, in any case, direct the Public Pro- 
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setutor to present an appeal to the High 

“ ' . 1 - . . M j 


Court from an original or appellate — 
of acfiuillal passed by any Court other 
than a High Court. 


(3) If sticii an order of acrpiUtal is 
p.assed in anv case instituted upon com- 
plaint and the High Court, on an ap- 
plication made to it by the complainant 
in this behalf, grants special leave to ap- 
peal from the order of aapiittal, the 
complainant may presciit such an appeal 
to the High Court. 

• (4) No application under sub-scc. (3> 
for the grant of siwcial leave to appe.il 
from an order of ucriuittal slmll he enter- 
tained by the High Court after the ex- 
piry of sixty days from the date of that 
onlcr of acriuillal. . - 
3. It is contended that the ivn'od of 
60 days mentioned in Section 417 (4) is 
not a period of limitation within the mean- 
ing of Sec. 12 (2) of the Limitation Act. 
.Section 12 (2) of the Limitation Act reads 
as follows: 


*12 (2). In compuliiig the periwi of limi- 
tation for an appeal or an application for 
leave to appeal or for rcs-ision or for re- 
viesv of a judsmcnl, the d.i) on wliich the 
judgment complained of was pronounc- 
ed and the time rc<iuisPe for obtaining a 
copy of the decrt'c, sentence or order ap- 
pc.ilcd from or sought to lie revised or 
revimsed shall be extludcd.” 

6. Tiie Icanicil Counsel savs that 
what Section 417 (I) provides ij'a prohi- 
bition and it bars the jtirisdictfoii of the 
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High Court to deal with the application 
if a period of 60 days has e.xpired from 
the date of the order of acquittal. 

7- In our opinion there is no force in 
these contentions. In Kaushalya Rani v. 
Copal Singh. (1964* 4 SCR 982 at p. 937= 
(AIR 1964 SC 260 at p. 262) this Court, 
whfle dealing with the question whether 
Section 5 of the Limitation Act applies 
to applications under Section 417 (3) des- 
cribed (bis period of 60 days mentioned 
in Section 417 (3) as follows: 

“In that sense, this rule of 60 days bar 
is a special law, that is to say, a rule of 
limitation which is specially provided for 
in the Code itself, which does not ordi- 
narily provide for a period of limitation 
for appeals or applications." 

This Court further observed: 

"Once it is held that the special rule 
of limitation laid dowm in sub-section (4) 
of Section 417 of the Code is a ‘special 
law’ of limitation, governing appeals by 
prlvMte prosecutors, there Is no difliculty 
i:> coining to the conclusion tluat Sec. S 
of the Limitation Act is wholly out of 
the way, in view of Section 29 (2) (b) of 
the Limitation Act.” 

8. This Court approved the judgment 
of the Full Bench of the Bombay High 
Court in Anjanabai v. Yeshvvantrao 
D.iulatrao. ILR (1961) Bom 135 at p. 137= 
(AIR 1961 Bom 154 at p. 155) (FB). Tlic 
Full Bench of llie Bombay High Court 
h.id observed in Anjanahai's case, AIR 
I96I Bom 154 (FB): 

“Sub-5t“clion (4) prescribes a period of 
limitation for such an application. It 
States that no such application shall be en- 
tertained by the High Court after the ex- 
piry of Sixty d.iys from the date of the 
order of acrpn’ttal. Tliis period of limi- 
tation is prescribed not for all appeals 
under the Criminal Procedure (^e, or 
even for all appc.ils from the orders of 
ac<iuitfal. It is prescribed only for appli- 
cations for special leave to appeal from 
orders of acquittal. It is therefore a spe- 
cial provision for a si>ccial subject and is 
eonscf|uenlly a special law within the 
meaning of Section 29 (2) of (he Limita- 
tion Act.” 

9. It is quite clear that the Full Bench 
of the Bomb.iy High Court and this 
Court prowcrlctl on the assumption that 
Section 417 (4) of the Criminal Procetlnre 
^le presenbes a period of limitation. 
The Jeamed counsel, however, contends 
th.it there was no discussion of this as- 
1*’^' that as it m-iy*, it seems to us 
lliat Section 417 (I) itself prescrihes a 
pcnotl of limitation for an application to 
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be made under Seetion 417 (3). It was 
not necessary for the legislature to have 
amended the Limitation Act and to have 
inserted an article dealing with applica- 
tions under Section 417 (3), Criminal Pro- 
cedure Code; it was open to it to pres- 
cribe a period of limitatiozi in tlze Code 
itself. 

10. The learned counsel also suggests 
that the yord “entertain” which oc- 
curs in Section 417 (4) means "to deal 
with or hear” and in this connection he 
relies on the judgment of tin's Court in 
Lakshmi Rattan Engineering Works v. 
Asst. Commr., Sales Tax, (1968) 1 SCR 
503= (AIR 1968 SC 488). It seems to us 
that in this context “entertain” means 
“file or received by the Court” and it has 
no reference to the actual hearing of the 
application for leave to appeal; othenvise 
the result would be that in many cases 
applications for leaA'e to appeal would be 
barred because the apjjlications have not 
been put up for hearing before the High 
Court within 60 days of the order of ac- 
cpiitlal. 

11. In tlie result we hold that the ap- 
plication under Section 417 (3) to the 
High Court was within time. 

12. Tilt* learned counsel then contends 
that the Higli Court should not have in- 
terfered with tlie order of acquittal passed 
by the Magistrate. He has taken us 
through the evidence of Poonaram who 
was injured and the statement of P. W. 3, 
Ananda, who was present and who seems 
to be an independent witness. "We agree 
with the High Court that the Magistrate 
was not entitled to reject the evidence 
of tire eye-witnesses. No reason has 
been show’n to us why we should inter- 
fere with the finding of fact arrived at 
’by the High Court. 

13. The learned counsel further con- 
tends that no offence was committed be- 
cause the accused had a right of private 
defence of property. Assuming that he 
Iiad a right of pri^'ate defence of pro- 
perly he had ample opportunity of har- 
ing recourse to the authorities and there 
was no need for the appellant to have 
taken the law into his owm hands. 

14. The only question that remains 
now is the question whether the benefit 
of Section 6 of the Probation of Offenders 
Act '.should be extended to the appellant. 
In spite of opportunity being given no 
good proof has been furnished to esta- 
blish that the appellant wa.s at the rele- 
vant lime under the age of 21 years. 


13. For the aforesaid reasons the ap- 
peal fails and is dismissed. 

Appeal dismissed. 


AIR 1970 SUPREME COURT 1095 
(V 57 C 232) 

(From: Calcutta)" 

S. M. SIKRI AND G. K. MITTER, JJ. 

General Manager, Eastern Railway and 
mother, Appellants v. Jawala Prosad 
Singh, RespondeiH. 

Civil Appeal No. 1186 (N) of 1967, D/- 
20-11-1969. 

Indian Railway Establishment Code 
Vol. I, Rules 1703 to 1713 — Procedure 
under — No scope in Rules for member 
being guided by impression formed by 
him about witness — No principle of 
nabiral justice is violated when one mem- 
ber of Committee is substituted by 
another during enquiry. 

TIic procedure laid down in Rr. 1703 to 
1713 docs not leave any scope for the guid- 
ance of a member of an Inquiry Commit- 
tee consisting of more than one person by 
the impression formed by him about the 
Irutlifulness or otherwise of a particular 
witness e.xamined during tlie inquirj'. The 
oral ew'dence of ail the witnesses tendered 
during tlie enquiry is recorded in writ- 
ing. Where oral evidence is recorded in 
the presence of tlirec persons consHtuting 
the Inquiry Committee, any impression 
created by the demeanour of a particular 
witness on the mind of any one member 
cannot affect the conclusion afterwards 
aiTived at jointly by them. The duty of 
the Inquiry Committee ends with the 
making of tlie report. The- Disciplinary 
Authority has to consider the record of 
the inquiry and arris'c at its own conclu- 
sion on each charge. Whatever may be 
the impression created by a particular 
wilucss on the mind of one member of 
the committee, the same is never trans- 
lated into writing and the Disciplinary 
Committee merely goes b)- flic UTitten 
record after giving a personal hearing to 
the railway sen'anl if he asks for it. In 
such a state of affairs a change in the per- 
sonnel of the Inquiry' Committee after 
the proceedings are begun and some eri- 
dcucc recorded cannot make anj’ differ- 
ence to the case of the railw.ay servant. 

'(Original Oaler No. .36'3 of 1964, D/- 

13-6-1966 — Cal.) 

CN/DN/A71/70/DHZ/A 
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No known principle of natural justice is 
violated svhen one member of the com- 
mittee is substituted by another. AIR 
1959 SC 308, Dist. (Paras 6. 7, 9) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1964) AIR 1964 SC 364 (V 51)= 

(1964) 4 SCR 718, Union of 
India v. M. C. Goel 6 

(1959) AIR 1959 SC 308 fV 46) = 

1939 Supp (1) SCR 319, GuUa- 
palli Nageswara Rao v. Andhra 
Pradesh State Road Transport 
Corporation 3, 8 

Dr. V. A. Savid Muhammad, Senior 
Advocate (Mr. S. P. Nayar, Adswate, 
with him), for Appellants; M/s. K. Rajindra 
Choudhari Kanwal Singh and Mrs. Kau- 
shalya, Advocates for Respondent. 

The following Judgment of the Court 
was delivered by 

MITTER, J.; — The question involved 
in this appeal Is, whether the whole pro- 
ceedings of the Inquiry’ Committee con- 
stituted to inquire into the charges of mis- 
appropriation and handling cash belong- 
ing to Government without authority were 
vitiated by the violation of the principles 
of natural justice with the result that the 
order of dismissal passed subsequently on 
the respondent could not be sustained. 

2- The facts necessary' for the dispo- 
sal of the appeal are as follows. Tlic res- 
pondent used to scn’c as treasure guard 
In the Eastern Railway. A charge-sheet 
was issued by the Chief Cashier of the 
Railway on August 3, 1959 wherein alle- 
gations of misappropriation of cash be- 
longing to Government were levelled 
against him. .An Inquiry' Committee con- 
sisting of three persons, n.imcly, A. K. 
Roy Choudhurv, Division.al Accounts Offi- 
cer, Mani ChaVraborly, Divisional Person- 
nel Officer and R. Chatterjee, Divi- 
sional Engineer, was constituted to in- 
quire info the charges. The charge-sheet 
had been issued after a fact finding com- 
mittee of the very same persons had look- 
ed into the matter. After the proceedings 
of the Inquiry Committee had gone on 
for some time and some witnesses were 
exatninetl A. K. Roy Cho\idhury was 
transferred to some other place and the 
vacancy in the committee was filled up 
by R. N. VakU, liis successor in office. It 
is common ground that the proceedings 
sverc not started afresh hut were mnti- 
ntied from the stage at which A. K. Ro>' 
Choudhurv had dropped out. The com- 
mittee submittetl .a report finding the res- 
pondent guilty of all the three charges 
framed against him. On 1st February, 
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196'i the Chief Accounts Officer, East- 
ern Railway issued the second show 
cause notice and by an order dated 
March 20, 1961 he was dismissed from 
service. The respondent’s appeal to the 
General Manager of the Railway was un- 
successful. He thereupon moved the 
High Court and a learned Single Judge 
cjuashed the order of dismissal. A Divi- 
sion Bench of the High Court dismissed 
the appeal of the Union of India. Hence 
the present appeal by special leave. 

3. The Division Bench of the High 
Court took the view that where the per- 
sons who decided the matter finally were 
not the identical persons who had heard 
the witnesses at least in respect of a part 
of the evidence, the departmental pro- 
ceedings were vitiated by the violation of 
the principles of natural justice. Reli- 
.mcc was placed mainly on the decision 
of this Court in Gullapalli Nageswa- 
rarao v. .Andhra Pradesh Stale Road 
Transport Corporation, 1959 Supp (1) 
SCR 319= (AIR 1059 SC 308). According 
to the High Court: 

"If the enquiring authority has a duty 
to come to a conclusion as to the guilt 
of the delinquent ujwn an evaluation or 
assessment of the evidence, then it is ab- 
sohrtcly necessarv that be who should 
decide the case sV.ould hear the evidence. 
It was impossible to evaluate the evi- 
dence of a witness tak'*n on proxy, be- 
cause one of flic salient features of such 
proceedings is to observe the demeanour 
of the witness." 

Tlic High Court turned down the ronlcn- 
lion that according to the Discipline and 
Appeal Rules for railway servants the 
Disciplinary Authority had to look info 
the record itself in which case any defect 
in the Inquiry Committee would not be 
filial. Tlie High Court held that if the 
report of the Inquiry Committee was 
laintcd with Illegality then the entire de- 
p.jrtiTiental enquiry was vitiated. 

•I. In mir view the judgment of the 
High Court cannot be supported. Sec- 
•ion Indian Railway Establish- 

ment Code, A’olume I, lays down by seve- 
ral rules the procedure to be followed for 
imposition of major penalties on railway 
servants. Under Rule 179S the inquiry 
mav be held, as far as may be, under 
Rules 1.09 to 1/13. Rule 1709 lays down 
that the Disdplinary Authority must 
fr^c definite charges on the basis of the 
allegations on which the inquiry is pro- 
posed to he held and such charges to- 
gether vvith a statement of the allegations 
on which they are based have to be com- 
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inunicated in writing to the railway ser- 
vant who is called upon to submit a writ- 
ten statement of his defence and also to 
state M'hether he desires to be heard in 
person. Such written statement may be 
submitted either to the Disciplinary Au- 
thority' or to the Board of Enquiry or in- 
quiring Officer where one has been ap- 
pointed under Rule 1710. Under the last 
mentioned rule, the Disciplinary Autho- 
rity may enquire into the charges itself 
or it may appoint a Board of Inquiry or 
an Inquiring Officer for the purpose to be 
termed the Inquiring Authority'. Rule 
1711 gives the railway servant the right to 
inspect and take extracts from official 
records as he may specify' for preparing 
his defence. The inquiry procedure is 
set forth in Rule 1712. This rule lays 
down that an inquiry has to be made into 
the charges which are not admitted after 
the filing of the witten statement. At 
the inquiry, a definite charge in writing 
must be framed and explained to the rail- 
way sen'ant in respect of each offence 
which had not been admitted by him 
and tlie evidence in respect of it along 
’vith any evidence which he may adduce 
in defence must be recorded in his pre- 
.scnce. The accused railway servant may 
present his case with the assistance of 
another railway ser\'ant. Sub-rule (3) of 
the rule provides: 

“The Inquiring Authority shall, in the 
course of the inquiry', consider such docu- 
mentary evidence and take such oral evi- 
dence including cross-e.xamination of the 
railway sen'ant and witnesses, as may be 
relevant or material in regard to the 
charges. Tlie railway ser^'ant shall have 
the opportunity of adducing rele\’ant evi- 
dence on which he relies, the evidence of 
witnesses shall be taken in his presence, 
he or the person assisting liim shall be 
given the opportunity of cross-examining 
the witnesses and no materials shall be 
relied on against him without his being 
giv.en an opportunity' of e.xplaining them.” 
Under sub-rule (4): 

“At the conclusion of the inquiry, the 
Inquiring A\ithority shall prepare a report 
of the inquiry, recording its findings on 
each of the charges, together with the 

reasons therefor ” 

Under sub-rule (.5) the record of the in- 
quiry' .shall include the charges framed 
against the railway son-ant and the state- 
ment of allegations furnished to him 
under Rule 1709, his written statement of 
defence, if any, the oral evidence taken 
in the course of the inquiry, the docu- 


mentary. evidence considered in the 
course of inquiry, the orders, if any, made 
by' the Disciplinary Authority in regard 
to the inquiry and a report setting out 
the findings on each charge and the rea- 
sons therefor. Under Rule 1713 the Dis- 
ciplinary Authority', if it is not the Inquir- 
ing Authority, shall consider the record 
of the inquiry and record its findings on 
each charge. 

5. It is after the obserx'ance of all the 
above formalities that penalty may bel 
imposed under Rule 1704 or Rule 1715. 

6. In our opinion, the above proce- 
dure does not leave any scope for the 
guidance of a member of an Inquiry 
Committee consisting of more than one 
person by the imi^ression formed by him 
about the truthfulness or otherwise of a 
particular witness examined during the 
inquiry. From the stage antecedent to 
the framing of the charges everything is 
recorded in writing: the allegations on 
which the charges are based are made 
kmown to the railway servant and he is 
called upon to file his written statement 
after looking into all the relevant records. 
The oral er’idence of all the witnesses 
tendered during the enquiry is recorded in 
writing. WJiere as here the oral evidence 
is recorded in the presence of three per- 
sons constituting the Inquiry Committee, 
any impression created by the demeanour 
of a particular witness on the mind of 
any one member cannot affect the con- 
clusion afterwards arrived at jointly by 
them. It cannot be .suggested that all 
the three persons would record their im- 
pressions separately about the demeanour 
of a witness and it is quite possible that 
a jrarticular witness may appear to 
one member of the committee to be un- 
truthful without his being considered so 
by the others. The members of the In- 
quiry Committee cannot record their 
findings separatelv but it is their duty to 
record findings on each of the charges 
together with the reasons therefor. It is 
to be noted that the duty' of the Inquiry'! 
Committee ends with the making of the, 
report. The Disciplinary' Authority has 
to consider the record of the inquiry and 
arrive at its Own conclusion on each 
charge. Wliatevcr may be the impression 
created by a particular witness on the, 
mind of one member of the committee,' 
liic same is no\-cr translated into writing 
and the Disciplinary' Committee merely 
goes bv the wTitten record after giring a! 
personal hearing to the railway servant if 
he asks for it. Even if the Inquiry Com-* 
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niiltee makes a report absolving the rail- 
wav ser\’ant of the charges against liim. 
the Disciplinary Authorit)’ may, on consi- 
dering the entire record come to a cliffer- 
enl conclusion and impose a penalty. This 
is amplv borne out by a judgment of this 
Court in Union of India v. H. C. Goel, 
AIU 1964 SC 364 «hcre it was said that 
neither the findings nor the recommenda- 
tions of the Inquiry Committee are bind- 
ing on the Government 

7. In such a state of affairs a change 

I in the personnel of the Inquiry* Commit- 
tee after the proceedings are oegiin and 
some esidence recorded cannot make anv 
difference to the case of the raihvav scr- 
Ivant. Tlie record will speal for itself and 
it is the record consisting of the docu- 
ments and the oral evidence as recorded 
whicli must form the basis of the report 
of the Inquir> Committee Tlie Commit- 
ice is not the pimishinq authority and the 
licrsonal impression of a member of the 
committee cannot possibly affect the deci- 
sion of the Disciplinary Authority. On a 
slate of affairs like this, we cannot see 
any reason for holding that any knoxs-n 
nrintiplcs of natural justice is violated 
wlieii one meniher of the cornmillee is 
|sn!)stitnletl bv another. 

8. Tlic tjbsersMlions of this Court in 
Cullapalli Njigeswara Ilao’s case. 1939 

siipp (1) sen 319 = am 1939 sc 30s) 

fsiipra) h.ise no bearing on the facts of 
the present case. There it was held that 
if a personal hearing is ghen by the See- 
rcl.irs- of a Dep.irtment and tJ»e Miiwler 
of the State has to decide on the notes 
put up by the Socrcl.-ir)’, the procedure 
defeats the ohiecl of personal Iic.aring. 
The observations at p. 337 fof SCR)= 
(at p. 327 of AIR) that 

“Personal lic-.uing enables the aulhoritv 
concerned to wafcli the demeanour of 
the witnesses and cicar-up his doubts 
during the course of the arguments, and 
the parlv apisearing to persuade the au- 
thority bv rcasoiiMl argument to accept 
his point of view. If one person hears 
.mil another decides then personal hear- 
ing Ijecoincs an cinplv fnnn.alits" 

C.UI h.nxe no jpplic.if'ion to the facts of 
the ease before us. TFie members of the 
Inquirs- Committee wlto heard the argu- 
ments had the entire record before them 
and they li.ul to go by the record. 

9. In proceetlings before onlinars* 
tri.i! Omrts «if the hand both etvil and 
criniin.d, it is not nneomtnon to find oral 
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evidence recorded before more than one 
Presiding Judge or Magistrate. Common 
convenience requires it and statutes pro- 
side for it It cannot be suggested that 
the legislatures base enacted laws in dis- 
regard of an elementary principle of 
natural justice. Besides not unoften wit- 
■lesses have to be e.xamined on commis- 
sion. \^ene\er a witness is so examin- 
ed. the Judge does not have the benefit 
of watdiing his demeanour. The Crimi- 
nal Procedure Code provides for 
more than one Magistrate recording the 
evidence of witnesses. Section 863, Cri- 
minal Procedure Code enjoins upon a 
Sessions Judge or a Magistrate to record 
siicb remarks (if an>i as he thinks mate- 
ri.il respecting the demeanour of a wit- 
ness whilst under examination. Order 
Will, Rule 13 of the Code of Civil Pro- 
cedure empowers a Judge to treat the 
evidence recorded by his predecessor in 
office as if it had been taken down by 
him or under his direction under the sat’d 
rule and lie may proceed with the suit 
from the stage at which his pre- 
decessor Jefi it. whenever his predeccs- 
sor-in-officc is jnevented from concluding 
the trial of a suit bv reason of death or 
transfer or some oilier cause. Instances 
arc not rare when such powers have to 
be usc<l cither by a Judge hearing a civil 
suit or a Magislr.ile or a Sessions Judge 
he.irtiig a criminal matter. In the vast 
m-ijorily of cases both civil and criminal, 
a Judge docs not come to any conclusion 
merely on the impression created by a 
witness while he is in the witness box. In 
.iff matters wliicli go up in appeal, (he ap- 
IK'liatc Court doc-s not have any oppor- 
tunity of watching the demeanour of the 
witnesses: it has to go hy the record 
of the case. Of course if any comment 
is made by the trial Judge about the de- 
meanour of a witness, tlie Appellate 
Court takes note of it. But it never 
guides itself entirely by such comments. 
Tl»e entire evidence has to be looked into 
and assessed as a whole. ^\iicre as hercl 
the punishing authority docs not hear the] 
evidence but goes by the record of the 
case the demeanour of a parficiihir wit-; 
ness when giving evidence can li.-ivc but 
little meaning and cannot influence the! 
mind of tlie Discfplmarv’ Authority in] 
awarding punishment. Wc therefore hold! 
Hut the High Court was not right hi 
quashing the order of dismissal on the 
Jiro'iud that the report of the Inquiry 
Committee was vitlatetl by the violation 
of anv principle of n.itiiral jiistke .is stat- 
ed ill the judgment. Tlic appeal is there- 
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fore allowed and the order of the Pligh 
Court set aside. There will howe\'er be 
no order as to costs. 

Appeal allowed. 


AIR 1970 SUPREME COURT 1099 
(V 57 C 2.33) 

(B’rom Rajasthan: ILR (1967) 17 Raj .50) 
J. M SHELAT AND C. A. 

VAIDIALINGAM, JJ. 

The State of Rajasthan and another, 
Appellants v. Fateh Chand and another. 
Respondents. 

Civil Api^eals Nos. 1436 and 1437 of 
1967, D/- 24-11-1969. 

(A) Civil Services — Rajasthan Ser- 
vice Rules (1951), R. 23-A — Interpreta- 
tion of — Temporary Govemment ser- 
vant — Essential qualifications for claim- 
ing protection of Rule 23A (2) in matter 
of termination of his service — Failure 
to pass examination prescribed under 
Rule 7, Ministerial Staff Rules — Servant 
not entitled to benefit of Rule 23A (2) — 
Termination of service in accordance with 
Rule 23-A (1) is valid. ILR (1967) 17 Raj 
50, Reversed. 

Rule 23.\ dealing with the Govern- 
ment’s right of termination of serxuce, 
must be read along with the relevant 
rules of recruitment relating to the parti- 
cular post. So read, Rule 23.\ (2) pro- 
tects only those temporary sen'ants who 
ha\'e put in sendee of more than 3 years, 
who possess the qualifications for the 
post and have been appointed in consul- 
tation with the Public Ser\'ice Gommis- 
sion. The expression ‘qualifications to 
the post’ in Rule 23A (2) therefore, means 
qualifications on the satisfaction of which 
only the person in question could haA-e 
been recruited to the post. That being 
so, the tenn ‘qualifications’ in that rule 
must relate to not only academic qualifi- 
cations in Rule 12 l)ut also other qualifi- 
cations laid down in the Ministerial Staff 
Rules. (Para 5) 

Rule 23A (2) protects only that cla.ss of 
temporary scr\’ants who, due to the exi- 
gencies of the sendee, cannot be made 
pennanent though they liave qualified 
themselves for being so made. It is this 
class of temporary seivants who, due to 
no, fault of theirs and who othenvise 
would have been made permanent, ;irc 
equated witli perinaueut sen’ants and 
whoso services can lie temiinated in the 


same manner as those of the pennanent 
servants. (Para 5) 

Where a temporary ser\'ant of more 
than three I'ears standing appointed prior 
to 1957 has failed, in spite of two chan- 
ces, to pass the examination prescribed by 
GoA-ernment Order D/- 5-3-1964 under 
Rule 7 of the Ministerial Staff Rules, the 
sen^ant is not entitled to claim the bene- 
fit of Rule 23-A (2) and his sendees can 
be A’alidly terminated by GoA'ernment in 
arcordance \Adth Rule 23A (1). ILR (1967.> 
17 Raj 50, RcA'ersed. (Para 7) 

(B) Civil Sci’Adces — Rajasthan Ministe- 
rial Staff Rules (1937). Rules 7 to 12 — 
Qualifications for recruitment under nilcs. 

Before a person can be recruited, he 
has to haA’c not only the minimum acade- 
mic qualifications required under Rule 12, 
but other qualifications also, namely, 
nationality, age and the necessity of his 
haA’ing to pass the examination under 
Rule 7 held on such terms and conditions 
laid doAvn by Go\’crnment under that 
rule. (Para 5) 

(C) Civil Sci Adces — Rajasthan Minis- 
lerial Staff Rules (1957), Rule 7 — Goa'- 
emment Order D/- 5-3-1964 — Lower 
Division Clerks appointed prior to 1957 
on temporary basis — Order gndng such 
sei’vants tAvo chances to pass examination 
under Rule 7 for recruitment — Order 
directing their services to be terminated 
in case of their failure — Order is Avithin 
competence of GoA’crnmenl under Rule 7. 

(Para 6) 

(D) Civil SciAdces — Rajasthan Minis- 

terial Staff Rules (19.57), Rule 7 Proviso 2 
— Amendment of in 1969, dispensing AAdth 
passing of examination is not refrospec- 
liA'c. (Para 7) 

The folloAving Judgment of the Court 
Avas dclixered by 

SIIEL.\T, J.: — The limited c|iiestion 
A\hich arises in these appeals, under spe- 
cial leaA'c. relates to the interpretation of 
Rule S3A (21 of the Rajasllian Senicc 
Rules, 1951. 

2. The respondent in C. A. 143G of 
i967 Avas appointed in 1952 a clerk in the 
office of the Executive. Engineer, Jaipur, 
on a work-charged basis. In 1955 he Avas 
airpoiutcd a Lower DiAdsioii Clerk in the 
same office temporarily for a period of 6 
months but Avas continued as such cacu 
after the expiry of that period. The res- 
pondent in C. A. 14-3/ of 196/ aa’us also 
ajrpointcd on AA-ork-charged basis in I95S 
and AA-as in 1960 appointed a tcmjrorary 
T.oAAcr Division Clerk but w.as crinliiiued 
as such CACU after the s.aid jreiiod. The 
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services of both the respondents were 
terminated under Rule 23A (1) of the said 
Rules after Riving them the requisite one 
month’s notice on the ground that they 
failed to pass the examination required 
by Rule 7, Proviso 2, of the Rajasthan 
Subordinate Ofiices Ministerial Staff 
Rules, 1937 and the order dated March 
5. 1964 made by the Government in exer- 
cise of the power under the said Rule 7, 
proviso 2 although two chances to ap- 
pear at the said examination were given 
to them. The respondents thereupon fil- 
ed MTit petitions in the High Court of 
Rajasthan challenging the right of the 
Government to terminate their services 
on the ground that both of them had the 
necessary academic qualifications requir- 
ed under the recruitment nilcs, that they 
had put in service of more than 3 years 
as temporary clerks and that therefore 
their services could onlv be terminated 
under Rule 23A (2) in the same manner 
as the serx'ices of a permanent Govern- 
ment servarit could be terminated, in 
other words, by following the procedure 
laid downi in Article 311 (2) of the Con- 
stitution. 

3. Tlic High Court, on interpretation 
of Rule 23A of the Rajasthan Service 
Rules and Rule 7, Proviso 2. of the ^tinis- 
terlal Staff Rules, held (a) that the objects 
of the hvo nilcs were distinct, (b) that 
Rule 7, proviso 2. did not provide for 
the consequences of failure of a temporary 
Goremment servant to pass the requisite 
examination, (c) that it would not be 
proper to induct into Rule 23A the condi- 
tions in and the consequences of Rule 7, 
proviso^ 2 and (d) that the term 'qualifi- 
cations' in Rule 23.\ (2) meant only the 
academic qualifications and not any other 
qimlification flowing from Rule 7'of the 
Ministcrhl Staff Rules. In this viesv the 
High Court hold that on account of the 
respondents having h.ad the academic qua- 
lifications as envisaged by Rule 23A (2) 
and having served as temporarv' clerks 
for over 3 >ears, Chiuse 2 and not 
Clause 1 of Rule 23.\ applied, and there- 
fore, their services could not be tenni- 
nated except in the manner of a Govern- 
ment servant in permanent service. On 
this rcastminc, the High Court quashed 
the onlers of termin.ilion of their servi- 
ces. Tlic result of this order meant that 
.al. temixjrarv- servants who have pul in 
service for over 3 years would be placed 
in a position equivalent to that of per- 
manent servants and their services could 
only be terminated in the same manner 
as those of the permanent servants, i.e.. 
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in accordance with the procedure laid 
down in Article 311 (2). 

3A, The question is whether the con- 
slniction of Rule 23A (2) adopted by the 
Iligh Court is sustainable. 

4, 'Tlie Rajasthan Service Rules were 
made in 1951 by the Rajpramukh in exer- 
cise of the power under Article 309. A 
perusal of their contents shows that they 
arc general in character, in that, they ap- 
nlv to all categories of Government ser- 
vants and deal with their conditions of 
service. Rule 23A (2) reads: 

The scrv’icc of a temporary Govern- 
ment servant, 

(a) who has been in continuous Gov- 
eminent service for more than three years; 
;ind 

(bl who satisfies the suitability in res- 
pect of age and qualifications prescribed 
for the post and has been appointed in 
consultation witli the Rajasthan Public 
Service Commission, where such consul- 
tation is necessary, shall be liable to ter- 
mination — 

(i) in the same tlrc-umslances and in 
the same manner as a Government ser- 
vant in jiermancnl service; 

XX XX XX XX xx" 

Tlvcsc rules clcatly do not deal with the 
classification of Government servants, 
their recniilmcnt. eligibility or rjuallfica- 
tions of recruitment. Obviously, tlie term 
■qimlificalions’ in Rule 23.\ (2) has to be 
rc.id and construed in the light of the 
qualifications relating to the post held by 
a Covcmmciit servant as laid down else- 
where. Tlic Ministerial Staff Rules also 
under Article 309 were first made in 1957 
and amended from time to time. Part I 
«if those rules lays down certain general 
provisions and definitions. Part II con- 
sists of Rtile 6 only and deals wifli the 
strength of the staff and the cadres 
which are (a) of stenographers, and (b) of 
•liffcrcnt categories of i>osti llicrein enu- 
mcratcvl which include those of Upper 
and Lower Division Clerks. Part III 
ilcals with recruitment. So far as is rele- 
v’ant. Rule 7 provides that recruitment to 
the staff shall he made: 

"xx XX XX XX XX 

(b) to the general cadre of the Lower 
Division Clerks from amongst those who 
pass or have passed the Junior Diploma 
Course. The remaining vacanaes, if any, 
sliall be filled in by a competitive exami- 
nation to be condnctcil by Commission." 
Proviso 2 of Rule 7 provides: 

"that a person who joined service on a 
temporary basis before 1st January, 1962, 
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shall be made iJermanent as a Lower 
Division Clerk .... on his/her passing an 
examination to be held by the Appoint- 
ing Authorit)' concerned, on such terms 
and conditions as may be laid down by 
the Government.” 

Rule 10 requires that; 

“A candidate for appointment to the 
seiA'ice must be: — 

(a) a citizen of India, or 

(b) a subject of Sikldm, or 

(c) a subject of Nepal, or of a former 
French possession in India, or 

(d) a person of Indian origin who has 
migrated from Pakistan with the intention 
of permanently settling in India. . . 

Rule 11 prescribes the minimum and 
maximum age. Rule 12 deals with aca- 
demic qualifications and clause 2 thereof 
lays down that: — 

“A candidate for direct recruitment to 
the category of Lower Division Clerks 
must have passed the High School or 
Higher Secondary Examination of the 
Raja.sthan Secondary Education Board, 
or of a Uni\'ersity or Board recognised 
by the Go\'ernment for the purpose of 
this rule, or must possess Hindi or Sans- 
krit qualifications recognised by the Gov- 
ernment as equivalent to that of Matri- 
culation.” 

Rules 13 and 14 pro\’ides for character 
and physical fitness. Part IV of the rules 
deals with procedure for direct recruit- 
ment and Rule 19 therein provides that 
the competitive examinations prescribed 
in Rule 7 shall be held every year at 
such places as the Commission may de- 
cide. Sub-rule (3) of Rule 26 empowers 
the Government to appoint temporarily 
Lower Division Clerks from amongst (he 
most suitable candidates available, if no 
nominee of the Commission is available. 

5. Rule 12 thus lays down the mini- 
mum academic qualifications required for 
eligibility' to apply for the post of a 
Lower Division Clerk, while the rules as 
to passing the e.xamination held under 
Rule 7, a.s to nationality, age and physi- 
cal fitness etc., are other qualifieations re- 
quired for the purpose of recniihnent. It 
follows, therefore, that before a person 
can be recruited, he has to have not only' 
the minimum academic qualifications re- 
quired under Rule 12. but oflier qualifi- 
cations also, nam'ily', nationality', age and 
the necessity of his having to pass the 
examination under Rule 7 held on such 
terms and conditions laid down by Gov- 
ernment under that Rule These being 
jthe different qualifications necessary' for 
(.1 person to be recruited under these 


rules, the e.xpression qualifications’ in 
Rule 23 A (2) of the Rajasthan Senice- 
Rules has to be read in the light of the 
Ministerial Staff Rules, for, it is the lat-! 
ter, and not the former, which provides 
for the qualifications necessary for re-| 
cruitment of, among other employees the! 
Lower Division Clerks. The High Court,! 
therefore, was not correct in construing 
the word ‘qualifications’ to mean acade- 
mic qualifications only. Accepting the 
High Court’s interpretation of Rule 23A 
(2) would mean reading Rule 12 and not 
the other rules in the Ministerial Staff 
Rules, which apart from the minimum 
academic qualifications provide for other 
necessary qualifications before a person 
can be recruited It would furthermore 
mean that a person having the minimum 
academic qualifications, without the other 
qualifications required for recruitment, if 
only' because he is in temporary serx'iee 
for more than 3 v'ears, %\'ould be placed 
under Rule 23A (2) in a position equiva- 
lent to that of a permanent seiv'ant for 
purposes of termination of his sen'ices. 
Rule 23A, dealing as it does with the 
Gos'erimient’s right of termination of ser- 
vice, must be read along with the rules 
of recruitment relating to the particular 
post on which the person whose services 
are sought to be terminated in exercise 
of the power under that rule is serving. 
So read. Rule 23A (2) protects only those 
temporary servants who have put in ser-J 
vice of more than 3 y'ears. who po.sses.s| 
the qualifications for the post and have, 
been appointed in consultation with the 
Public Service Commission. The e.xpres-, 
sion ‘qualification.s to the post’ in clause 2, 
of the rule, therefore, means qualifica-j 
lions on the satisfaction of which only the 
person in question could have been re- 
cruited to the post. That being so. thej 
term ‘qualifications’ in that nile must re-; 
late to the qualifications laid dow'n in the 
Ministerial Staff Rules. There is, there- 
fore, no question, as the High Court be-’ 
lieved, of inducting into Rule 2.3A (2) any. 
additional condition or qualification other' 
than those envisaged by Rule 23A (2). 
This was the construction canvassed by< 
counsel who appeared before the High] 
Court on Irehalf of the Goveniment. But 
the High Court, it would seem, felt diffi- 
culty in accepting it because it thought 
that if that were accepted the result 
would be that there would be no cases of 
temporary servants getting the benefit of 
Rule 23.A. (2) as all persons temporarily 
iippointed as Lower Division Clerk-s 
would have been made permanent once 
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tiicy had p.is>ed the cMimiiiatiou prescrib- 
ed under Rule 7. That reasoning also is 
,uot correct. There is no obligation on 
'the Go\emment to mahe all temporarj 
'.•lerhs permanent once the> pass the e.sa- 
minalion prescribed under U. 7. Only those 
would he made pennaneiit who can be 
‘filled into the asailablc permanent smean- 
‘eies. Tlic rest would ha\e to wail till 
;lhcir turn comes This is precisely what 
is providctl for by Rule 25 There would, 
cherefore, be temporarv scr\-ants who. 
due to the exigencies of the serv’ice, can- 
!not be made permanent though they have 
iqualified themselves for being so made. 
|U is this class of temporary ser- 
vants who. due to no fault of theirs and 
who otherwise would ha\e been made 
'permanent, are equated with permanent 
servants and whose sen-ices can be ter- 
minated in the same manner as those of 
the permanent sersants. There is. there- 
fore, no diificultv of there being no tern- 
porars' sen’anls getting the protection of 
Rtrle 23.\ (2) as apprehended by the High 
CoTtrt 

C. In pursuance of tlie iwwer under 
Rule 7, the Government issued the order 
dated March 5, 19&4 regarding the exa- 
mination for the Low-er Division Clerks 
appointed on a temporarv basis. This 
became necessary a.s othenvise there 
would be tempor.^ry clerks appointed be- 
fore 1957 and those appointed Iherc- 
iftor, the former continuing to he tempo- 
rarj' clerks without undergoing the exa- 
mination neexssary under the rules and 
llie latter luving to pass the cx.immalion 
under R. 7 for being recniited. So far as 
the latter chvss of persons are concerned, 
they would not be recniited if they xs'crc 
to fail in the examinatior held under 
Rule 7 and Rule 19. It api>ear$ tlmt 
<ince the Inrmer were in temporary’ ser- 
vice already, the Goveniment gave them 
IS a matter of indulgeiux; two chances to 
n.jss the examiimlion and dircctetl that 
their scrxices should he terminated only 
if they failed to pass e\cn after tss-o 
Iri.ils. Tlie order was competently made 
.iS Rule 7 empowers the Goseniment to 
make such an order. Wc do not see how 
any ohjoction tan be salidly taken against 
such an order when its object clearly 
was to require temporary' ser\-ants re- 
cniiled prior to 1957 to conform to the 
requirements of the rules as to recruit- 
ment. 

7. Ill our view the respondents did 
not fall tinder the category of temporary' 
jserxants cntitletl to the benefit of R. 23.\ 

I 2^ as they tlid not possess the qiialiOca- 
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tiom there mentioned, i.e., of liaving 
passed the examination prescribed under 
Rule 7 That being so, the Government, 
was entitled to terminate their sers'ices 
under and in accordance w’ith Rule 23A 
■ 11. It is true that proviso 2 of the said 
Rule 7 lus been amended in 1969 and 
rhe passing of the said examination has 
been dispensed with. But this amend- 
ment, not being retrospective, cannot un- 
foiiunatelv be availed of by tlic respon- 
dents. 

8. For tlie reasons aforesaid, the ap- 
pc.ils are allowed and the order of the 
High Court is set aside. But as directed 
bv the order under which special Icwe 
was granted, the appclhint-Stale will not 
.>nl> hear its own costs Inil will also pay 
the costs of the respondents, such costs 
lacing onh one hearing fee. 

Appeals allowed. 
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M. niDAVATULLAll, C. J., J. C. SHAH, 
K. S. IIEGDE. A. N. GROVER. A. N. 

RAY AND I. D. DUA, JJ. 

.\. Saiijecvi Naidn etc., etc.. Appellants 
V. Stale of .\f.Klr.as and another, Respon- 
<lenls. 

Civil Appeals Nos. 397, 400 to 402, 401 
to 417. 422 to 441, 431, 1158 to 1161, 
1176, I17S-1181, 1204, 1207 and 1407 of 
1969. D/. 5-2-1970. 

(A) Constitution of India, Article ICG (3) 

— Allocation of Imsliicss — Allocation of 

Transport to one of ministers — Subject 
of Motor Vehicles Act not allocated to 
any minister — Held that subject of 
Motor Vehicles Aft was allocated to 
Transport Minister and tliat Stale Trans- 
port Undertaking was being run by Trans- 
port Ministry. (Para 8) 

(B) Constitution of India, Article 166 (3) 

— Madras Covemmenl Business Rules, 
Rule 2.3A — Motor Vehicles Act (1939), 
Section CS-C — Satisfaction of Secretary 
of the department — There is no delega- 
tion of authority of St.ite — Rule 2.3A is 
valid. 

Under the Onistitution, the Governor 
is cssenti.'illy a constitutional head and the 
.idminislration of State run by the 
Conndl of Ministers. Tlie Constitution 
lias aullumsetl the Governor under Arti- 
cle 166 (3) to make rules for the more 
ixMixenient tr ansaction of business of the 
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gov’ernmeiit of the State and for the allo- 
cation amongst its Ministers, tlie business 
of the gos-emment. All matters excepting 
those in which Govemor is required to 
act in his discretion have to be allocated 
to one or the other of the Ministers on 
the advice of the Chief Minister. Apart 
from allocating business among the Mi- 
nisters, the Governor caii also make rules 
on the ads’ice of his Council of Ministers 
for more cons'enient transaction of busi- 
ness. He can, not only allocate the 
various subjects amongst the Ministers 
ljut may go further and designate a parti- 
t.ular official to discharge any particular 
function. 

The cabinet is responsible to the legis- 
lature for every action taken in any of 
the ministries. That is the essence of 
joint responsibility. That does not mean 
that each and every decision must be 
taken by the cabinet. Neither the Coun- 
cil of Ministers nor an individual Minister 
can attend to tire numerous matters that 
come up before the Government. Those 
matters have to be attended to and deci- 
sions taken by various officials at various 
levels. When those officials discharge the 
functions allotted to them, they are doing 
so as limbs of the Government and not 
as persons to whom the power of the 
government had been delegated. 

(Paras 11, 12, 18) 
The validity of Rule 23A of the Mad- 
ras Government Business Rules cannot be 
challenged on the ground that the opi- 
nion requisite under Section 68-C Motor 
Vehicles Act is to be formed by the Secre- 
tary to the Government in the Minis- 
tries. The secretary can validly take ac- 
tion under the Rule. AIR 1945 PC 156 
Sc AIR 1962 SC 1183 & AIR 196S SC 870 
&: AIR 1967 SC 1815, Relied on. 

(Paras 18, 20) 

Cases Refeired: Chronological Paras 
(1968) AIR 1968 SC 870 (V 55)= 

1968-2 SCR 266, Islnvarlal Gir- 
dharlal Joshi v. State of Gujarat 14 
(1967) AIR 1967 SC 1815 (V 54)= 

Civil Appeal No. 2201 of 1966, 

D/- 30-3-1967, Capital Multipurpose 
Co-op. Socielv v. Stale of Gujarat 17 
(1962) AIR 1962 SC 1183 (V 49)= 

1962 (Suijp) 2 SCR 76, Kalyan 
Singh V. Stale of U. P. 13 

(1945) AIR 1945 PC 156 (V 32)= 

72 Ind App 241, Emperor v. -Sib- 
nath Bancrjee 13 

.M/s. K. K. Wiiugop.al, K. R. Nambiar 
and A. S. Nambiar, Advocates, (In Civil 
Appeals Nos. 397, 398, 400 to 402, 422, 
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423, 441 and 451 of 1969), Mr. M. C. 
Ghagla, Senior Advocate, (M/s. V. Subra- 
manian, T. Gopalan, Smt. Radharani, 
M/s. C. S. Prakasa Rao and K. Jayaram, 
Advocates, with him), (In Civil Appeals 
Nos. 404 to 417, 1179, 1180 and 1407 of 
1969), Mr. M. K. Raminurthi, Senior 
Advocate (Mrs. Shyaraala Pappu and Mr. 
\5neet Kumar, Advocates, with Ihm), (In 
Civil Appeal No, 1176 of 1969), Mr. R. 
V. S. Mani, .\d\'ocate, (In Civil Appeals 
Nos. 424 to 428, 1158 to 1161 and 1207 
of 1969), Mr. A. K. Sen, Senior Advocate, 
(M/s. C. S. Prakasa Rao and R. Gopala- 
krislman, Advocates, with him), (In Civil 
Appeals Nos. 429, 431 to 438, 440, 441, 
1178 and 1181 of 1969), M/s. C. S. Pra- 
kasa Rao, A. R. Ramnathan and R. Gopal- 
krishnan, Ad\ocaves, (In Ci\4l Appeals 
No. 430 of 1969), ^I/s. R. Gopalkrishnan 
and Sudhir Khanna, Advocates, (In Civil 
.Appeal No. 439 of 1969) and C. S. Pfa- 
kasa Rao, Venugopal and R. Gopalkrish- 
nan, Ad\'ocates (In Civil Appeal No. 1204 
of 1969), for Appellants; Mr. Niren De 
Attoniey-General-for-India (Mr. A. V. 
Rangam, Advocate, with him), (In Civil 
Appeal No 397 of 1969), Mr. S. Gupta, 
Senior Advocate (Mr. A. V. Rangam, 
.Advocate), (In Civil Appeal No. 400 of 
1969) and Remaining matters — Mr. A. 
V. Rangam, Advocate, for Respondents. 

The following Judgment of the Court 
was delivered by 

HEGDE, J.: — These 51 appellants are 
inivate stage caniage operators in tlie 
State of Tamil Nachi. They have been 
operating in various routes in that State. 
Some of those routes are proposed to be 
nationalised. A draft scheme of nationa- 
lisation has been prepared and published 
under Section 68 (C) of the Motor Vehi- 
cles Act (Central Act IV of 1939) (to be 
hereinafter refened to .as ‘the Act’). The 
validity of the draft scheme was challeng- 
ed by the appellants before the High 
Court of Madras under Article 226 of the 
Constitution. Incidentally the validity of 
some of the provisions of the amending 
Act XVIII of 1968 (Madras Act) alsd 
came to be challenged in those petitions. 

■A Division Bench of the Madras High 
Court consisting of .Ananlanarayanan, C. 
J. and Natesan, J., have dismissed those 
petitions. As against the decision of the 
High Court these appeals have been 
brought on the strength of the certificates 
issued In- llie High Court. 

2. In fhe.se ajrpeals we are primarfly 
concerned with the validity of the draft 
scheme under challenge. The ground on 
which it is challenged is that the opinion 
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leqiiisile under Section 68 (C) of the Act 
was not formed by the State Government 
but by the Secretary to the go\’emment 
in the Industries. Labour and Housing 
Department, acting in pursuance of the 
powers coferred on him under Rule 23 (A) 
of the Madras Government Business 
Rules (to be hereinafter referred to as 
‘the Rules’). The contention of the ap- 
pellants is that the said rule is ultra 
vires the provisions of the Constitution. 
There is no dispute that if the rule in 
question is valid, the challenge directed 
against the draft scheme must fad. Tlje 
High Court has opined that that rule is 
a \alid rule. It is the correctness of that 
conclusion that is primarily in issue in 
Ihese appeals. 

3. Section 68 (Cj prescribes; 

“Where any State transport undertak- 
ing is of opinion that for the purpose of 
pros’iding an elTicient, adequate, economi- 
cal and properly co-ordinated road trans- 
port sers’ice, it is necessary in the public 
interest that road transport services in 
general or any particular class of such 
fer>’ice in relation to any area or route 
or portion thereof should be run and 
operated by the State transport under- 
taking. whether to the exclusion, com- 
plete or partial of other persons or other- 
w’ise, the State Transport Undertaking 
may prepare a scheme giving particulars 
of the nature of the serxices proposed 
to be rendered, the area or route propos- 
ed to be covered and such other patfiCTi- 
lars respecting thereto as may be prescrib- 
ed, and shall cause every such scheme 
to be published in the Official Gazelle 
and also in such other m.iuner as the Slate 
Government may direct.” 


4. Tliis section requires that the State 
Transport Undertaking must form the 
opinion contemplated therein. In the 
Slate of Tamil Nadu, the State Transport 
Undertaking is a department of the State 
Government. Therefore the necessary’ 
opinion should have been formed by Ihe 
State Government. It was urged on be- 
half of the appellants that under our con- 
stitutional set up, the requisite opinion 
^uld have been formed either by the 
Council of Ministers or the Minister to 
whom the business in question had been 
nlloc.ated under the ‘Rules’. The same 
could rmt ha\e been formed by the Secre- 
tary who is merely an official and that 
^ Secretary who is not the head 
to uhich the functions 

contentions ads-anced on behalf of tlie 


appellants proceed thus: The e-xecuti\e 
poxver of the State vests in the Governor 
fArlicIe 154) In the exercise of that 
txiwei he has to be aided and advised by 
Ihe Council of Ministers with the Chief 
Minister at the head (Article 163 (1) ) but 
the Governor can make rules for more 
convenient transaction of the business of 
the Government of the State and for the 
allocation among Ministers of the said 
business in so far as it is not business 
with respect to whicli the Governor is 
by or under the Constitution required to 
act in his discretion, (Article 166 (3) ). A 
Xfinister can only deal with the business 
that has been allocated to him by the 
Goxemor under ‘the Rules', lie is not 
competent to deal with any other busi- 
ness, Motor Vehicles Act has been allo- 
cated to the Home’ Department. Mr. 
Karunanidhi, the Transport Minister was 
iit>t in-charge of the Home Department. 
Therefore his department could not hax’e 
dealt with functions arising under the 
Act. Fiirthei (he Governor could not 
have .nllocatcd any business to a Secretary. 
Ilcncc in making Rule 23 (A), the Gover- 
nor exceeded the powers conferred on 
him umler Article 166 (3)- 

5. On the other hand, i: was urged on 
behalf of the State of Tamil Nadu that 
originally the functions under the hfotor 
Vehicles Act had been allocated to the 
Home Department but when Ntr. Anna- 
durai formed the D. M. K. Government 
in Tamil Nadu in 1967, the Home De- 
partment as such was not allocated to any 
Minister, Tlie various subjects included 
in that department were split up and dis- 
tributed amongst the various .Ministers. 
Transport was allocated to Mr. Karuna- 
nidlii. Motor Vehicles Act as such was 
not alloc.ifed to any Minister. 'The de- 
partment of Transport included functions 
under the Motor Vehicles Act as well. 
Ever since the D. M. K Ministry was 
former!, the functions under the Motor 
\’ehicles .Act were dealt with by the 
Transport Ministry’. At the instance of 
the Transport Minister, Mr. Karunanidhi, 
Go\emor framed Rule 2.3 (A) for the 
more convenient discharge of the busi- 
ness. On behalf of the Government, ft 
was further urged that Article 166 (3) has 
two parts namely (1) niles for the more 
convenient transaction of the business of 
the Government of the Stale and (2) rules 
relating to allocation of business of the 
Slate among the Ministers. It was said 
that after alloc-ating the business of the 
Government among various Ministers, it 
was open to the Governor on the advice 
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of the Ministry to make rides for die 
convenient discharge of the business al- 
located. Rule 23 (A) is one such rule 
made under Article 166 (3). Hence its 
validity is not open, to question. 

6. The impugned Rule 23 (A) was in- 
troduced for the first time by G. O. Ms. 
No. 2715 Public dated 22-12-67. Under 
stib-dause (1) of that rule, it is provid- 
ed that powers and functions which State 
Transport Undertaldne may exercise 
imder Section 68 (C) or the Act shall be 
exercised and discharged on behalf of the 
State Government by the Secretary to the 
Government of Madras in the Industries, 
Labour and Housing Department The 
rule further provides that cases relating 
to such powers and functions of the State 
Transport Undertaking under Section 68 
(C) need not be submitted to the Minister 
in-charge. Under sub-clause (2) of that 
rule, the powers and functions of the 
State Government under Section 68 (D) 
of the Act and the rules relating thereto 
ore directed to be exercised and discharg- 
ed by the Secretary to the Government 
in the Home Department 

7. Rule 4 of 'the Rules’ deals with al- 
location and disposal of business. It pro- 
vides that the business of the Govern- 
ment shall be transacted in the depart- 
ment specified in the 1st Sch. and classi- 
fied and distributed behveen those depart- 
ments as laid down therein. Rule 5 
says that Governor shall, on the advice 
of the Chief Minister allot the business 
of the Government among the Ministers, 
assigning one or more departments to the 
charge of a Minister but the proviso to 
that rule says that nothing in that rule 
sbaR prevent the assigning of one depart- 
ment to ^e charge of more than one 
Minis ter. Rule 6 prescribes that eadi 
department of the Secretariat shall be 
under a Secretary who shall be the offi- 
cial head of the department. Under 
Rule 7, Cotmcil of Ministers constituted 
under Article 163 (1) is held collectively 
responsible for all tlie executive ordeiS 
issued in the name of the Governor in 
accordance witli rules, whether _ such 
orders are authorised, by an individuffi 
Minister on a matter pertaining to Iris 
portfolio or as a reult of the discussion 
at tlic meeting of the Council of Minis- 
ters. Rule 9 provides that unlhout pre- 
judice to tim provisions of Rule 7, the 
Minister-in-charge of a department shall 
be primarily' responsffile for tlic disposal 
of the business pertaining to his depart- 
ment Section ni of the Rules contain- 
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ing Rules 21 to SO deal vrith the depart- 
mental di^osal of business. Rule 21 
says that except as otherwise provided by 
any other rule cases shall ordinarily be 
di^osed of by or under the authority of 
the Minister in-charge who may by means 
of standing orders give such directions as 
he may think fit for the disposal of cases 
m the department; copies of such stand- 
ing orders shall be sent to the Governor 
and the Chief Munster. Rule 22 provi- 
des that each Munster shall by means of 
standing orders arrange with the Secre- 
tary of the department what matters or 
class of matters are to be brought to his 
personal notice; copies of such standing 
orders have to be sent to the Governor 
and the Chief hfinister. Rule 23 pres- 
cribes that except as otherwise provided 
in the rules, all cases shall be submitted 
to the Minister in-charge by the Secre- 
tary of the department to which they 
belong. Then comes Rule 23 (A) to 
which reference has already been made. 

8. The first question that has to be 
decided is whether the functions under 
the Motor Vehicles Act had been assign- 
ed to Mr. Karunanidhi, the Minister for 
Transport It is true that when the 
various departments were reorganized in 
1961, Motor Vehicles Act as well as 
Transport were included in the Home De- 
partment But when the D. M. K. Minis- 
try came to power after the 1967 gene- 
ral elections, the Home Department as 
such was not allocated to any. Minister. 
Tlie various subjects included in that de- 
paitment were distributed amongst seve- 
ral Ministers. Transport was allocated 
to the Transport Minister. Motor Vehi- 
cles Act as such was not allocated to 
any Minister. The allocation of business 
among the various Mim'sters appears to 
have been made under broad heads. In 
1961 while allocating subjects to the 
various departments there was a detail- 
ed and exhaustive enumeration of tlie 
subjects. But that method was not adopt- 
ed in 1967 while distributing the busi- 
ness of the Government among the va- 
rious Iriim'sters. The functions imder the 
Act undoubtedly relate to Transport de- 
partment It cannot be assumed tliat 
functions under tlie Act had not been 
assigned to any Minister. It is proi'cd 
that tliose functions were being discharg- 
ed by the Minister for Transport. Hence 
we agree with tile High Court tliat tliose 
fonctions had been allocated to die Trans- 
port hiinistcr and that the State Transport 
Undertaking was being run by the Trans- 
port Ministry. 
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9. Mr. Kanmanldhi has in his affidavit 
filed before the Court sworn to the 
fact that Rule 23 TA) was framed, at his 
instance. Admittedly he could have as- 
signed Ae functions under Section 68 (C) 
of the Act to the Transport Secretary by 
mal^g a standing order under Rule 22. 
If he could have done that, we fail to 
see why he could not advise the Gover- 
nor through the Chief Minister to make 
Rule 23 (A). 

10. It was urged on behalf of the a^^ 
pellants that the Parliament has confer- 
red powers under Section 68 (C) of the 
Act to a designated authority. That 
power can be exercised only by that au- 
tliority and by no one else. The autho- 
rity concemeo in the present case is the 
State Government. The Government 
cculd not have delegated its statutory 
functions to any one ebe. The Govern- 
ment means the Governor aided and ad- 
vised by his Ministers. Tlierefore the 
roquirea opinion should have been form- 
ed by the Minister to whom the business 
had been allocated by ‘the Rules*. It was 
further urged that if the functions of the 
Government can be discharged by any 
one else then the doctrine of ministeriu 
responsibility which Is the very essence 
of the cabinet form of Government dis- 
appears; such a situation is impermissible 
tmder our Constitution. 

11. We tMak that the above snbmls- 
slons advanced on behalf of the appel- 
lants ore without force and ore baseo on 
a roisconcCTtion of the principles under- 
lying our Constitution. Under our Con- 
stitution. the Governor is essentially a 
constitutional head, the administration of 
State is run by the Council of Miiibten. 
But in the very nature of things, it is im- 
possible for the Council of hlinistcrs to 
deal with each and every matter that 
comes before the Government. In order 
to obviate that difTiailty the Constihitioo 
has authorised tlie Governor under sub- 
article (3) of Article 160 .to make rules 
for the more convenient'^ transaction of 
Inisiness of the Government of the Stale 
;md for the allocation' amongst its Minis- 
ters. the business of the Government. AB 
mattm exccpting/lhose in which Gover- 
nor is required to act in his discreticm 
iiave to be allocated to one or the other 
of the Ministers on the advice of the 
Chief Minister. Apart from allocating 
business among the .Ministers, the Gover- 
TOr ran also make rules on the advice of 
his Council of Ministers for more conv^ 
nient transaction of business. He rap, 
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not only allocate die various subjects 
amoogst the Ministers but may go_ fur- 
ther and designate a particular official to 
discharge any partiemar function. But 
rhi< again be can do, only on the advice 
of the Counefl of Mirusteis, 

12. The cabinet is responsible to the 
legisfahire for every action taken in any 
of the ministries. That is the essence of 
Joint responsibility. That does not mean 
that eacb and every decision must be 
tBV m by the cabinet The pob'Kcal res- 

S onsibilty of the Counefl of Ministers 
oes not and cannot medicate the perso- 
nal responsibility of the Ministers to dis- 
diarge all or any of the governmental 
functions. Similarly an individual Minis- 
ter is responsible to the legislature for 
every action token or omitted to be taken 
in to TrjYTiisrty. Tto again is a pcAiticsl 
responsibility and not personal responsi- 
bility. Even the most hard-working 
minister cannot attend to every business 
in bis departmenL If he attempts to do 
it, he is bound to make a mess of his de- 
partment Id every well-planned adml- 
nistratioD, most of the decisions are taken 
by the civil servants who are likely to 
be experts and not subject to politick 
pressure. The Minister is not expected 
to burden himself with the day to 
administration. His primary nmetion is 
to lay down the policies ana nrogrammw 
of Jiis ministry while the Council of 
Ministers settle the major policies and 
programmes of the Government ^Vhen a 
dw servant takes a decision, he does 
not do it as delegate of his hlim’slcr. 
He does it on behalf of the Government 
It is always open to a Minister to call for 
ony file in his ministry and pass orders. 
He may also issue directions to the offi- 
cers in his ministry regarding the dispo- 
sal of Govenimenl business either gene- 
rally or as regards any spcdfic case. Sub- 
ject to that over all posver, the officers 
designated by the Tlules* or the standing 
orders, can take decisions on behalf of 
the Government These officers are the 
limbs of the Government and not its 
delegates. 

IS. In Emperor v. Sibnalh Banertl, 
72 Ind App 241= (AIR 1913 PC 156), 
construing Section 59 (3) of the Govern- 
ment of India Act 1935, a provision simf* 
lar to Article 168 (3), the Judidal Com- 
mittee held that it svas within the com- 
petence of the Governor to empower a 
dvfl servant to transact any particular 
business of the Government by oiakfog 
apjironriate rules. In that case their 
Lordships frirther observed that tho 
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Ministers like dvil servants are subordi- 
nates to the Governor. In Kalyan Singh 
V. State of U. P;, 1962 (Supp) 2 SCR 

76= (AIR 1962 SC 1183) this Court re- 
pelling the contention that the opinion 
formed by an official of the Government 
does not fuffil the requirements of Sec- 
tion 68 (C) observed: 

"The opinion must necessarily be form- 
ed by somebody to whom, under the rules 
of business, the conduct of the business 
is entrusted and that opinion, in law, wiU 
be the opinion of the State Government 
It is stated in the counter-affidavit that all 
the concerned officials in the Department 
of Transport considered the draft scheme 
and the said scheme was finally approved 
by the Secretary of the Transport Depart- 
ment before the notification was issued. 
It is not denied that the Secretary of the 
said Department has power under the 
rules of business to act for the State 
Government in that behalf. We, there- 
fore, hold that in the present case the 
opinion was formed by tlie State trans- 
port undertaking within the meaning of 
Section 68 (C) of the Act, and that, there 
was nothing illegal in the manner of ini- 
tiation of me said Scheme”. 

14-16. In Ishwarlal Girdharlal Joshi v. 
State of Gujarat, 1968-2 SCR 266= (AIR 
1968 SC 870) this Court rejected the con- 
tention that the opinion formed by the 
Deputy Secretary under Section 17 (1) of 
the Land Acquisition Act cannot be con- 
sidered as the opinion of the State Gov- 
ernment. After referring to the rules of 
business regulating the government busi- 
ness, this Court observed at p. 282; 

"In ovti case the Secretaries concerned 
were mven the jurisdiction to take action 
on behalf of Government and satisfy 
themselves about the need for acquisi- 
tion under Section 6, the urgency of the 
matter and the existence of waste and 
arable lands for the application of sub- 
sections (1) and (4) of Section 17. In 
view of the Rules of business and the in- 
structions their determination became 
the determination of Government and no 
exception could be taken.” 

17. In Capital Multi-purpose Co-op. 
Society v. State of Madhva Pradesh, C. A. 
No. 2201 of 1966. D/- SO-3-1967 (report- 
ed in AIR 1967 SC 1815), this Court 
dealing with the scope of Section CS (D) 
of the Act obsen'cd that the State Gov- 
ernment obviously is not a natural person' 
and tlierefore some natural person has tq 


give hearing on behalf of the State Gov- 
ernment and hence the hearing given by 
the Special Secretary pmsuant to the 
power conferred on ffim by the business 
rules framed under Article 166 (3) is a 
vab'd hearing. 

18. As mentioned earb'er in the very 
nahne of things, neither the Council of 
Mim'sters nor an individual Minister can 
attend to the numerous matters that come 
up before tbe Government. Tliose mat- 
ters have to be attended to and dedsions 
taken by various offidals at various levels. 
When those officials discharge the func- 
tions allotted to them, they are doing so 
as bmbs of the Government and not as 
persons to whom the power of the Gov- 
ernment had been delegated. In Halsbury 
Laws of England VoL I Srd Edn. at 
p. 170, it is observed: 

"Where funcb'ons entrusted to a Minis- 
ter are performed by ^ official employ- 
ed in the Ministers department there is 
in law no delegation because constitu- 
tionally the act or dedsion of the offidal 
is that of the Minister." 

19. Similar view has been expressed 
in "Principles of Administrative Law” by 
Griffith and Street. That is also the view 
taken by Sir Ivor Jennings in his “Cabi- 
net Government”. 

20. For the reasons mentioned above, 
we are of opinion that the functions under 
the Motor Vehicles Act had been allo- 
cated by the Governor to the Transport 
Minister under "the Rules” and the Secre- 
tary of that ministry had been validly 
auffiorised under Rule 23-A to take ac- 
tion under Section 68 (C) of the Act 

2L The vab’dity of some of the provi- 
sions of Madras Act 18 of 1968 whieffi 
amended the Act was canvassed before 
ns. It is not necessary to go into those 
questions for dedding the validity of the 
impugned scheme. Those questions can 
be more appropriately gone into and 
dedded if and when action is taken on 
tire strengtlr of those provisions. Hence 
we leave open those questions. 

22. In the result these appeals fail 
and they are dismissed with costs — 
bearing fee one set 

Appeals dismissed. 

.1 — iiiiJ 



Champa ITiTmari v. Board of Revenue, W. B. 


AIR 1970 SUPREME COURT 1103 tation of one year from the date of 
(V 57 C 235) demand. The scheme of the in s t a l ments 

took the matter out of the main part of 
trrrkAVA^TTT ATT P T T C ^AH sub-secdon and brou^t it within the 
proviso to dause (iv). The penod of 
^ M ??v°AMrw n niTA TT lii^tation counted from the last instal- 
A. N. RAY AND h • , JJ* ment whidi here was Mardi SI, 1957. 

Champa Kumari Singhi and otfa^ Ap- .jijg default could be taken note of ear- 
pellants v. The Member Board of neve- because the whole amount re- 

nue. West Bengal and otbew, Respon- mained exigible the moment the first do- 
dents. fault was made. In the present case the 

Civil Appeals Nos. 564 to 571 of 19^, certificate was issued on March 14, 1956, 
X)/-. 2-2-1970. and therefore, it was well within the pe- 

Income-tax Act (1922), Section 40 (7), nod of limitation. (Para 17) 

Rjvko (4) - h; ^ Mr. M. C. Cha^ Senior Advocate 

.C P- N. Tiwari,^vocate and M/s. J. 

rans from tie dote on which last mstat- g rt.di'rh.n}!, O. C. Malhnr and Ravin 


runs fr^ the date on wWch last ir 
ment is due. 

(Per Majority, Hegde, J. Contra). 


der Narain, Advocate of M/s. J. B. Dada 
chanji & Co., with him 


Under tiie agreements hetw^ the as- (Iq {jii the Appeals) 
sessee and the Income-to Dep^mt Solidtor-General of 

hATj thm» were done. Fustly. the totjd knshnan and R. N. Sachthey, Advocates, 
Uabihty of the parties w^ calc^ated and Respondents (In all the Ap- 

each party became jointly and severally peals). 

liable for the whole sum. The instaimenb ‘ n t 

S3hnt?tS"w?olf^£‘’St,lf« andfi.&Lro^ffpna.n-.'U 

came exigible. Under the assessment by 

order a notice of demand was sent to ZIIDAYATUIXAR^ C. J>*^ This judg- 
pay the money of the first instalment by ment shall dispose of Civil Appeau 
March SI, 1953. On breach of it the 664^1 of 1908. Of these, four are 
whole amount was s:dd to be ed^le against the common jndement and order 
and the demand In respect of that was of a Division Bench of the Calcutta High 
also made. Assessees inerefore, became Court, December 10, 1963, dismissing 4 
defaulters on the failure to pay the first appeals (139-142 of 1959) the order 
instalment Since instalments were grant- or a learned Single Judge,' April 23, 19^ 
ed, dause (iv) of the Proviso to siib-se^ in Writ Petitions 159-162 of 1958. The 
tion (7) of Section 46 applied to the case, remaining four appeals are against the 
That clause does not mention about the OhIct, November 24, 1964, refnsing to 
eligibility of the whole amount or eiiei- certify the case as fit for appeal to 
bflity of any particular instalment It omy Court under Article 133 (1) of the Con- 
says that if instalments are granted time atitution, 

of one year ending wth the end of the 2. The facts are as follows: One'Dal- 
finandal j-eais is to be calculated from chand Singhi held a prospecting Ucenso 
the date on which the last instalment is in the earstwile Korea State (now in 
pay^Ie. There was a conc^fon shown Madhya Pradesh). His son Bahadur 
in the matter of penalty and smaller in- Singh Singhi took a mining lease and 
stalmcnts were fixed Bat the Central Warted a colliery known as Jhagrakhand 
^ard of Revenue had stipulated evra Colliery. In 19-12 a private limited Com- 
thra dat the concession mentioned w-ould pany called the Jhagrakhand CoUieries 
ofy be available if de rmised scheme Ltd. was started with an authorised capi- 
of payment was stricUy foUowed. In tal of Rs. &1 Lakhs (2400 shares of Rup^ 
Oder wo^ payment was to be made by 3000 each.) Bahadur Singh divided etmal- 

bet^ himself md 
W his 3 sms Rsiendia Singh Singhi, 
‘ Nnnmdm Singh Singhi and Birmdra S® 
*"8“- I" the coUIeiy business aSd 
havmg to worry about the period of hml- its assets were transferred by the Joint 
•(Original Order Nos. 139 to 142 of fai^y b> de Company. In 1944 the 

D/- 21-11-19^ CaL) faUier and his 3 sons separated and partJ- 

" ' tioned the property. Bahadur Singh 

^^/CN/D118/70/DIlZ/A Snghl died on July 7, 1944 leaving a 
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will — Letters of Administration with the 
will annexed were granted in 1945. The 
register of Jhagralchand CoUieries Ltd., 
was rectified and showed thereafter 900 
shares in the name of Narendra Singh 
Singhi and Rajendra Singh Singhi and 
600 shares in the name of Rajendra Singh 
Singhi Birendra Singh Singhi died on 
December 12, 1950 leaving a widow Smt 
Champa Kumari and two noinor sons 
Ashok Kumar Singhi, Chandra Kumar 
Singhi and also a minor daughter. These 
minors have now attained majority. 

3. Under what is known as the Tyagi 
Scheme’ announced on May 19, 1951 a 
voluntary disclosure was made by the 
Jhagralchand Colleries Ltd. and the share- 
holders. The time limit for such dis- 
closure was August 31, 1951. Before this 
the Income-tax Officer had filed a com^ 
plaint for certain oflFences and imder a 
search warrant seized the books of ac- 
count of the company from 1945 to 1950. 
This was on July 3, 1951. The sharehol- 
ders and the company dien disclosed on 
July 81, 1951 a concealed income of 
Rs. 42,52,501 during the years 1945 to 
1948. 


1947/48 to 1951.52 Total tax 

Smt. Champa Kumari’s husband 

r, . , ^ Rs. 5,28,917-11 

Rajendm Smgh Singhi ... Rs. 9,30,498-03 

Narendra Singh Singhi ... Rs. 9,93,816-15 

Jhagrakhand Collieries Ltd. ... Rs. 43,99,712-11 

5. The Company paid the foUo^ving 
sums by way of tax: 

Febniary 1, 1952 ... Rs. 3,50,000 

fPT b ... Rs. 90,000 

April 22, 1952 ... Rs. 1,22,000 

Narendra Singh Sin^ paid the following 
sums bv way of tax: 

February 1, 1952 ... Rs, 1,50,000 

April 1, 1952 ... Rs. 60,000 

April 22, 1952 ... Rs. 48,000 

Smt, Champa Kumari paid the foIlo\ving 
sums by way of tax; 

April 1, 1952 ... Rs. 1,00, OOn 

April 1, 1952 ... Rs. 40,00}! 

Apia! 1,1952 ... Rs. 32.005 

Rajendra Singh Sin^ paid the following 
sums by way of ta^ 

April 1, 1952 ... Rs. 1,50,000 

April 1, 1952 ... Rs. 60,000 

April 22, 1952 ... Rs. 48,000 

On April 22, 1952 they signed the agree- 
ment. By that date the position in the 


Rs. 8,50,000 
Rs. 90,000 
Rs. 1,22,000 


Rs. 1,00,00/) 
Rs. 40, OO}^ 
Rs. 32.005 


March 81, 1953. 


4. On November 28, 1951 the Com- 
missioner of Income-tax offered to with- 
draw prosecutions if the Company and 
the share-holders agreed to pay taxes due 
on a total income of Rs. 90,00,000 to bet 
distributed over the years 1945-1950 (both 
inclusive) together with a penalty of 20%' 
and interest at 8% p. a. on unpaid tax. 
There were certain other conditions with 
which we need not concern ourselves. 
Certain representations foUowed and 
finally on December 26, 1931, it was 
agreed that the parties jointly and swe- 
rffily pay Rs. 67,48,841/lL It was also 
agreed that a sum of Rs, 55,99,832/6 
would be accepted in full satisfacfa'on 
upon the parties paying the amoimt in 
the following instalments: 

(q) By December 31, 1951 S Rs. 7,50,000 

(b) By March 31, 1952 Rs. 5,00,000 

(c) By March 31, 1953 Rs. 9,50.000 

(d) By hfarch 31, 1954 Rs. 0,50,000 

(e) By March 31, 1955 ,i». Rs. 9,50,000 

(f) By March 31, 1956 Rs. 9,50,000 

(g) By March 31, 1957 the balance 

On the failure of any of the instalments 
the "whole sum of Rs. 67,48,341/11 to- 
getlier \vitlr interest would become due. 
A deed of Agreement, Guarantee and 
Equitable Mortgage shoving the total 
income and total net tax liability of each 
share holder were shown. They were — 


6. On August 29, 1952 the Income- 
tax Officer made several assessment orders 
in respect of the assessment years 1947- 
48 to 1951-52. Each such order includ- 
ed the following: 

Th accordance with the terms of the 
Agreement dated 22nd April 1952, exe- 
cuted in connection with the petitions 
dated 18th July, 1931 filed by the asses?- 
see and others imder concessional scheme 
for the settlement of disclosures announc- 
ed by the Government of India, the as- 
sessment is made as under:” 
and then follows the computation of total 
income, the computation of tax and the 
total amount demanded. 

7. On September 22, 1952, the Bl- 
come-tax Officer (Compam'es District 1), 
Calcutta sent the folimving letter to each 
assessee. The one sent to Smt. Champa 
Kumari Singlii may alone be quoted here 
as an example: 

''From: 

Sliri V. Satyamurti, M. A., B. E., 
Income-tax Officer, 

Companies District 1, Calcutta. 

To, 

Smt. Champa Kumari Singhi, 

49, Garialiat Road, Calcutta. 

Madam, 

I am sending today by separate post 
(Regd, with A/D) copies of Assessment 
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orders. Penalty Orders, Demand notices 
and chalans etc., in regard to the amount 
of taxes and penalties payable by you in 
accordance with the terms of the Agree- 
ment dated 22nd April, 1952 between you 
and the Government drawn up in con- 
nection \vith the disposal of the disclosure 
petition filed by you under the conces- 
sional sclieme. 

In the Demand notices and chalans, 
demands have been shown to be payable 
on or before the 31st March, 1953, when 
the next instalment of payment under 
this Agreement falls due. Needless to say 
if there is no default in the matter of pay- 
ment of that instalment (viz., Rs. 9,50,000 
with all interest due thereon by 3Ist 
March, 1953} further extension of time 
for payment of the balance Nviil be grant- 
ed by me. 

Yours faflthfuUy, 

D/- Sd/- Illegible 

22'9^2 ticome-tax OIBcer.* 

With this letter were forwarded the as- 
sessment orders and notices of demand 
under Section 29 of the Income-tax Act; 
19^ Yitese notices of demand reached 
&e sevnal appellants on 24th September, 
1952. Similar notices of demand for ex- 
cess profits tax and Business Profits Tax 
were also served calling upon the asses- 
sees to pay the dues on or before March 
81, 1953. 

8. On March 25, 1953 the appellants 
filed applications for revision under Sec- 
tion 3^A of the Income-tax Act against 
the orders of assessment and application 
of Section 23-A of the Income-tax Act 
The Commissioner held the assessmenb 
to be proper as they were made in ac- 
cordance with the SOTcment after appel- 
lants’ disclosures. The appellants next 
asked that Bs. 1,00,000 oc accepted in- 
stead of Rs. 950.000 payable on Mai^ 
81. 1953 and they be not treated as de- 
faulters. The amount was^a'ppropriated 
towards die current liability^ lor the cur- 
rent financial year. 

9 . In February .,1954, the Commis- 
sioner after hearing' the appellants, pre- 
mised reference to the Board of Revenue 
for a variation of the agreement of April 
22, 1952. The main variation was to be 
that the penalty would be reduced to 
half and the appellants ivould have to 
pay Rs. 5.60.000 on March 31, 1954. and 
similar instalments each year for six 
years. The agreement was revised on 
December 27, 1954.. The Company sent 
a cheque for Rs. 5,60,000 on March 31, 
1954, earmarking it as the said payment 


; Board of Revenue, W. B. A.I.R. 
but it was appropriated towards the d&- 
xnand on the company for 19-17-48. 

10. On March 14, 1956 certificates 
under Section 46 (2) of the Indian Income- 
tax Act, 1922 were issued and notices 
under Section 7 of the Bengal Public 
Demands Recovery Act 1913 were serv- 
ed on the appellants in May, 1956. In 
June 1950, tne appellants filed several 
petitions under Section 9 of the Recovery 
Act contending inter alia that the pro- 
ceedings were Darrcd by limitah’on. Tliis 
objection was ovemilea on January 5, 
1957. 

11. The appellants appealed to the 
Commissioner under Section 51 of the 
Recovery Act and the objection that the 
certificates were barred by limitation 
under Section 48 (7) of the Indian In- 
come-tax Act, 1922 was accepted and the 
certificates were cancelled. The Union 
of India thereupon filed several revisions 
before the Boara of Revenue under Sec- 
tion 53 of the Public Demands Recovery 
Act, against the order of the Commis- 
sioner, They were allowed by a common 
order dated June 27, 1958. The appel- 
lants were again called upon to pay the 
amount on pain o! distress warrants. 

12. The above facts were necessary 
to understand the background of the dis- 
pute from which the petitions under Arti- 
cle 226 of the Constitution arose. The 
appeUants filed Writ Petitions 159-162 of 
19^ asking for a writ of certiorari to 
quash the orders of the Coord of Reve- 
nue and prohibiting the certificate Officer 
bom enforcing the recovery certificates. 
The writ petitions were be^ by Sinha, 

and were dismissed on April 23, 1^9. 
The recovery proceedings were held not 
barred by limitation. The appellants then 
filed appeals in Rre Hi^ Court against 
the judgment and order of Sinha, J, 
(Nos. 139-142 of 1959). These appeals 
were heard by Mookerji and Sen JJ. who, 
by the common Judgment now under 
Mpeal in four of these appeals, dismiss- 
ed them. The applications for certifi- 
cate under Article 133 (1) of the Oansti- 
totion were also rejected and have given 
rise to the other four appe^ before 
us. 

13. Mr. Chagla who argued these 
appeals submitted the question of limi- 
fation at the forefront and then attempt- 
ed to argue the merits such as the inter- 
pretation of the agreements and the re- 
liance placed on them in the High Court 
and distribution pro rata of the amoimts 
paid on March 31, 19M. *111686 points 
were not allowed to bo raised by ns- 



1970 Champa Ktimaii v. Board of Revenue, W. B. [Prs. 13-15] S. C. TTTT 


These questions were not raised before 
Sinha, J., The Divisional Bench also did 
not allow these points to be raised. 

14. The short question, therefore, is 
one of limitation applicable in this case. 
We are concerned in answering this ques- 
tion with Section 46 of the Indian Income- 
tax Act, 1922. We are not required to 
consider the entire section but only sub- 
sections (1) and (7) which are relevanti 
They read: 

“46. Mode and time of recovery. — ' 

(1) When an assesses is in default in 
making a payment of income-tax, the 
Income-tax Officer may in his discretion 
direct that, in addition to the amount of 
the arrears, a sum not exceeding that 
amount sh^ be recovered from the as- 
sessee by way of penalty.” 

JfJib .XjL a ^ 

XX XK XX XX XX 

“(7) Save in accordance with the provi- 
sions of sub-section (1) of Section 42, or 
of the proviso to Section 45, no proceed- 
ings for the recovery of any sum payable 
under this Act shall be commenced after 
the expiration of one year from the last 
day of the financial year in which any 
demand is made under this Act: 

Provided that the period of one year 
herein referred to sh^ — 

XX XX XX XX XX 

XX XX XX XX XX 

(iv) where the sum payable is allowed 
to be paid by instalments, from the date 
on which the last of such instalments was 
due: 

Provided further that nothing in the 
foregoing proviso shall have the effect of 
reducing, the period within which pro- 
ceedings for recovery can be commenced, 
namely, after the expiration of one year 
from last day of the financial year in 
which the demand is made. 

Explanation.— A proceeding for the 
recovery of any sum shall be deemed to 
have commenced vdthin the meaning of 
this section, if some action is taken to 
recover the whole or any part of the 
sum within the period hereinbefore refer- 
red to and for the removal of doubts it is 
hereby declared that the several modes 
of recovery speciRed in this section are 
neither muhially exclusive, nor affect in 
any way any other law for the time be- 
ing in force relating to the recovery of 
debts due to Government, and it shall 
be lawful for the Income-tax Officer, if 
for any spedal reasons to be recorded he 
so thinks fit, to have recourse to any such 
mode of recovery notwithstanding that 


the tax due is being recovered from atf 
assessee by my other mode.” 

The contention of the appellants is tihaf 
we have to find out when they could be 
treated as defaulters within the first sub- 
section and whether under the main part 
of sub-section (7) the proceedings for the 
recovery of the tax with pen^ could 
be commenced after the expiration of one 
year from the last day of the financial 
year in which the demand was made. The 
argument of the Department is that the 
matter is covered by clause (iv) of the 
first proviso which allows limitation of one 
year to be calculated from the date on 
which the last instalment was due in 
the present case. 

15. To begin with there is an error id 
the fourth clause of the first proviso in- 
asmuch as the words Toe reckoned” have 
been inadvertantly left out in that clause. 
The intention to use those words is 
obvious from the way in which the first 
three clauses are worded. Supplying 
those words, because they were inadver- 
tently omitted, it is clear that one of two 
limitations is applicable to the present 
case, according to the circumstances of 
the case. If it is to be considered under 
the main clause of sub-section (7), then 
we have to find out whether the whole 
of the amount was payable by a particu- 
lar date on which the assessee can be 
said to have become a defaulter. If, 
however, the fourth clause of the proviso 
applies then we have to see whether by 
reason of the grant of instalments, limi- 
tation would only commence to nm from 
the date on which the last of the instal- 
ments was payable. In this connection 
reference has been made by the High 
Court and the Board of Revenue to the 
agreements and the letters written send- 
ing the assessment orders and the notices 
of demand. The agreements set out a 
scheme of payments by instalments and 
tlie entire sum payable was Rupees 
67,48,841/11/-. This was payable in dif- 
ferent instalments, from 1952 to 81st 
March 1957. It was however, provided 
as follows: 

“ provided however that in the 

event of due and punctual payment of 
all instalments Government vail give up 
the sum of Rs. ll„49,019/5/- with inter- 
est tliercon, from the last instalment and 
accept tire sum of Rs. 55,99.822/6/- with 
interest thereon in full settlement of the 
balance duo provided further that in the 
event of any default in payment of any 
sum on due date therefrom or in the 
event of it being found that the guarantee 
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hereby ffven or any part fiiereof is not 
enforceable for any reason •whatsoever 
there will be no abatement and the part- 
ies of the first and second part •will pay 
the full sum of Rs. 67,48341A1/"* , 

The monies payable on 31st Maxtm* 
1953, 31st Mardb, 1954, 81st Mardi, 1935 
81st Marth, 1950 and 81st March, 1957 
sh al l be applied pro rata towards the tax 
liability of the party of the first part 
and the parties of the second part men- 
tioned in Schedule "Y" hereto. 

The said parties shall however be at 
liberty to m^e any part payment at any 
time towards the said instalments not 
less that Rs. 10,000 (Rupees ten thou- 
sand) at a time. 

4. In the event of any instalment not 
being paid within the time mentioned 
above (such time being deemed to be of 
file essence of the arrangement) or in the 
event of it being found that the guarantee 
hereby given or any part thereof is not 
enforce^le for any reason whatsoever 
whole of the balance of the said sum 
of Rs. 67,48341/11/- will at once became 
due and payable interest at the rate 
aforesaid and Oovemment will (in addi- 
tion to all rights for enforcement of this 
^coment) be entitled to take all steps to 
enforce payment Incloding issne of certi- 
ficate under Section 46 (2) of the Income 
Tax Act and proceedings under the West 
Bengal Public Demands Recovery Act 
and Revenue Recovery Act" 

16. The contention of the appellants 
is that file letters of the 22nd September, 
1952 (one of which has been reproduced 
above as a sample) were accompanied 
by the notices of demand and ou the 
breach of the payment of the instalment 
Of Rs. 930,000/- on- Slst March, 1953, 
the appellants became defaulters within 
the meaning of the Act in respect of the 
whole amount of tax. Therefore re- 
covery proceedings could only commence 
within the end of a finaripfal year com- 
mendng from Slst March, 1953 since the 
payment of the instalment was cxvtenni- 
nus with the end of the finanrial year. 
This, according to' them, was provided 
in the agreement itself ia the extract just 
reproduce firom the agreements above. 
The other side contends that Clause (M 
of the proviso to Section 46, sub-sec. (7) 
takes no account of file csMbility of the 
whole amount under a scheme of pay- 
ment by instalments. Whenever instal- 
ments are granted the period of limita- 
tion counts from the last instalment and 
here it would be one year from 
Mai^ 81, 1957. The default could be 
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taken note of earlier^ also because Ihe 
whole amount remained exigible ' the 
moment the first default was made. In 
the present case the certificate was issued 
on March 14, 1956 and, therefore it was 
well within fiie period of limitation. 

17. The learned single Judge in the 
case (Sinha, T.) very rightly pointed out 
that under the agreements two things 
were done. Firstly, the total liability of 
&e parties was calculated and each party 
became jointly and severally liable for 
the whole sum. Then instalments were 
fixed and on Ae breach of a single in- 
stalment the whole of the amotmt became 
exigible. The assessment order repro- 
duced the agreement as part of it and 
the agreement therefore became the assess- 
ment order. Under the assessment order 
a node* of demand was sent to pay the 
money of the first instalments of 
Rs. 930,000 by Kfarcih 31, 1953. On 
breach of it the whole amotmt was said 
to be exigible and the demand in respect 
of that was also made. The appellmits, 
therefore, riglitJy concluded the Judge, 
became defaulters on the failure to pay 
the first instalmenL Since instalmeots 
were granted Clause (fv) of file proviso 
to sub-section (7) of Seroon 48 applied 
to the case. This conclusion is correct 
That clause does not mentiem about the 
eiigiblli^ of tbe whole amount or exigi- 
bility of any particular instalment It 
only says that if instalments are granted 
time of one year ending with the end of 
a financdal year is to be from 

the date on which the last instahnent is 
payable. The language of Clause (iv) of 
the proviso was unfortunate in expres- 
sing this intent and has now been conect- 
ed in the new Act but the intention was 
always obvious. Even m the second, 
agreement which replaced fiio first 
^cement the same c»nditfon obtained 
There was a concession shown in the 
matter of penalty and smaller instalments 
were fixed But the Central Board of 
Revenue had stipulated even then that 
tbe concession mentioned above would 
only be available if the revised scheme 
of payment was strictly followed In 
other words, payment was to be 
by instalments and this concession there- 
fore attracted the provisions of CL (iv). 
The Government could always accept any 
mstalment ewen if paid late without hav- 
ing to worry about the pericid of limita- 
tion of one year from the date of demand 
since Clause (iv) of the first proviso gaio 
them an option to wait till the last in- 
stalment was payable. The scheme of 
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the instalments look the matter out of 
.tiie main part of sub-section (7) and 
brought it -within the provision to CL (iv). 
We are, therefore, satisfied that the Bhgh 
Court -was ri^t in holding that the certi- 
ficates were issued -within the period of 
limitation prescribed by law and were 
not barred by time. The first four ap- 
peals therefore fail and are dismissed 
with costs. The other appeals need not 
be considered since special leave was 
granted against the main order and those 
appeals themselves have faded. The re- 
maining four appeals against order re- 
fusing certificate are accordingly dismis- 
sed as infructuous with no separate order 
as to costs. 

18. HEGDE, J.: These appeals should 
be allowed, as in my opinion the impugn- 
ed certificate is barred imder sub-sec. (7) 
of Section 46 of the Indian Income Tax 
Act, 1922 (in short 'the Act’). 

19. The facts of the case are fidly 
set out in the Judgment of my Lord, the 
Chief Justice. Hence there is no need 
to state them over again. 

20. Under the agreement entered into 
between the assessees and the depart- 
ment, if the assessees fail to pay any one 
or more of the instalments fixed, the en- 
tire tax became recoverable forthwith. 
Admittedly the assessees failed to pay the 
instalments as stipulated in the agree- 
ment and therefore it was open to the 
department to recover the entire arrears 
of tax. It is true that the default clause 
in fte agreement was intended for the 
benefit of the d^artment and therefore 
under the law of contract, it was open 
to the department to waive that clause 
and sue for the recovery of the various 
instalments as and when they fell due. 
But that aspect of the question is not 
relevant for considering the true scope 
of sub-section (7) of Section 48. Sec- 
tion 48 creates a spedal machinery for 
the recovery of arrears of tax. Section 46 
is found in Chapter IV of the Act which 
deals with recovey of tax and penalties. 
Section 45 prescribes, when an assessee 
becomes a defaulter. The main part of 
d}at section says; 

'’Any amount specified as payable in 
a notice of demand under sub-section (3) 
of Section 23A or under Section 29 or 
an order -under Section 31 or Section 33, 
shall be paid ivithin the time, at tlio 
place and to the person mentioned in tlie 
notice or order or if a time is not bo 
mentioned, tlien on or before die first 
day of the second month folio-wing the 
date of the service of the notice or order 


and any assessee fafliog so to pay shall 
be deemed to be in default^ provided 
that, when an assessee has presented an 
appeal imder Section 80, the Income-tax 
Officer may in his discretion treat the 
assessee as not being in default as long 
as such appeal is imdisposed of.” 

(The pro-viso to that section and the 
explanation are not relevant for our pre- 
sent purpose). 

2L For finding out whether an asses- 
see is a defaulter or not, all tiiat we have 
to see is whether he has failed to comply 
-with the provisions of Section 45. If he 
has failed to comply with the demand 
made in accordance widi the provisions 
in Section 45 -within the time mentioned 
therem then he is ‘defaulter wntliin the 
meaning of ‘the Act’. Unless the assessee 
is a defaulter, no action can be taken 
against him imder Section 46. Non-ful- 
filment of the terms of the agreement 
does not amount to a default under Sec- 
tion 45. Therefore the first thing we 
have to see is when the assessees became 
defaulters. For deciding that question 
reference to the ameement is irrelevant 
Admittedly demand notices under Sec- 
tion 29 had been issued to the assessees 
on September 22, 1952 in respect of the 
entire tax due £rom them. Therefore 
they became defaulters as soon as they 
foiled to comply with those demands. 

22. This takes us to Section 46. Sub- 
Section (1) of Section 46 says ; 

‘TVhen an assessee is in default in 
making a payment of income-tax, the 
Income-tax Officer may in his discr^'on 
direct that, in addition to the amount of 
the arrears, a sum not exceeding tibat 
amount shall be recovered from the as- 
Sessee by way of penalty.” 

23, The default referred to in this 
sub-section is necessarily a default under 
Section 45. That much is obwous from 
the scheme of Ch. VI. Now let us read 
sub-section (7) of Section 46. It is as 
follows: 

“Save in accordance with the pro-visions 
of sub-section (1) of Section 42 or to the 
proiTso to section 45, no proceedings for 
the recovery of any sum payable under 
this Act shall be commenced after the 
expiration of one year from the last day 
of the financial year in wliidi any demand 
is made under this Act: 

Provided that the period of one year 
herein referred to shall — 

XX X X X X 

(iv) where the sum payable is allowed 
to be paid fay instalments, from the data 
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on which the last of such Instalments was 
due.’* 

24- It we read the impugned sob-seo* 
tion C?) of Section 46, it is clear that no 
proceedings for the recovery of any sum 
payable under the Act can be commenced 
after the expiration of one year from the 
last day of the financial year in wWch 
any demand is made under the Act. In 
the instant case, the demands in ques* 
tion were made on September 22, 1952. 
Therefore the recovery proc e edings should 
have been commenced oefore 31st March 
1953 but actually they were commenced 
on March 14, 1956. Hence they are 
prima fade barred. 

25. This takes ns to sub-dause (iv) of 
the proviso to sub-section (7) of See. 40. 
Under that proviso where the sum pay- 
able is allowed to be paid by instalments, 
the one year prescribe in sub-section 17) 
of SWtion 46 will be computed from the 
dale on which the last of such instal- 
ments was due. The ex pression “was 
due" does not appear to be grammatically 
co r rect It should have been "is due . 
This correction has been made in the 
corresponding provison of the 1961 In- 
dian Income-tax Act; but that error is 
immaterial for our present purpose. The 
words "was due" can only mean “is due* 
even tinder the Act For finding out 
when the sum claimed ‘was due*, we most 
again go back to Section 45. In view 
of the demand notices issued in Septem- 
ber, 1932 the sum became due when the 
assessees became defaulters and them- 
fore the recovery proceedings under the 
Act should have been initiated before 
March, 1934. The same having not been 
initiate before that date, the proceed- 
ings in question must be held to ha\'e 
been barred. In my opinion for finding 
out the date on which the last instal- 
ment was due, we cannot fall back on 
the agreement between the assessees and 
the revenue. Chapter V of the Act has 
nothing to do with the agreement between 
the assessees and the revenue. The ex- 
pression "was due" in Section 40 (7) has 
reference to the tax which is due in ac- 
cordance >vith the provisions in Ss. 45 
and 46. 

26. For the reasons mentioned idbove 
I allow these appeals. 

ORDER 

27. In accordance with the opinion of 
the majority. Civil Appeals Nos. 564, 568, 
568 and 570 of 1966 {arising from (he 
common judgment and order of the Divi- 
sion Bench of the Calcutta Court; 


December 10, 1963) are dismissed wftli 
costs. The other appeals are also dis- 
missed as infructuotis with no separate 
Older as to costs. 

Appeals dismissed. 


air 1970 SUPREME COURT 1U4 
(V 57 C 236) 

(From: hfadras) 

J. C. SHAH AND K S. HEGDE. JJ. ' 

Commissioner of Hindu Religious and 
Charitable Endowments, Mysore, Appel- 
lant V. U. Kiis^a Rao and others. Res- 
pondents. 

Civil Appeal No. 2312 of I960, D/- 17- 
10-1969. 

(A) (Constitution of Lidia, Artirie 1S3 
~ Matter to be decided on evidence 
Supreme (^urt will not enter upon sudi 
matter. (Para 10) 

{B> Madras Hinda Religions and Cha- 
ritable Endowments Act (19 of 1951), S. 70 
(2) — Commissioner has to determine feo 
for auditing accounts of each religions 
endowment Dedsian of High Coi^ 
Reversed. 

Under Section 70 (2) audit fee is nof 
to ,be prescribed by rules; 'the Commis- 
sioner has to deterc^e the fee for audit- 
ing the accounts of each religious endow- 
ment The Commissioner has to form an 
estimate of the reasonable cost which 
may be inoiired in making an effective 
audit of the accounts of the religious bt- 
stitution, and to state it in terms of a 
percentage of the income. The percen- 
tage of income levied as audit fee musf 
of necessity be based cm an estimate, and 
the demand will not be struck down 
merely because it turns out that the 
amount demanded is not precisely equiva- 
lent to the cost actually incurred for 
auditing the accounts. 

Where the High Court proceeded upon 
the ground of absence of determination 
by the Commissioner, which was never 
pleaded, and the High Cijurt has not 
determined whether the audit fee de- 
manded was in truth for meeting th© 
cost of auditing the accounts of the reli- 
gious institution the order passed by tho 
Court has to be set aside. Decision 
of High Ojurt Reversed. (Paras 11, 12) 

(O hfadras Hinda Religions and Cba- 
iitable Endowments Act (19 of 1951), (as 
amended by Act 27 of 19.54), Section 70 
(1) — General rules prescribing levy <rf 
CN^N/F222/e9/DH2/A 
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fee snfiBcient — Rules governing indrk- 
dual endowment not necessary — Deci- 
sion of High Court Reversed. 

Under the Act a fee though levied for 
rendering services of a particular type is 
not to be correlated to the services per- 
formed for each individual who is intend- 
ed to obtain the benefit of the services. 
The correlation must be between the ex- 
penses incurred by authority levying the 
fee for generally providing the service 
and the aggregate of the levy from per- 
sons who are to be made subject thereto. 
It is a necessary coroUay that under the 
Act general rules prescribing the levy of 
fee from religious endowments have to 
be made, and not rules governing indivi- 
dual endowments. If services are pro- 
vided, assuming that a particular institu- 
tion either does not need the services, or 
does not obtain the benefit of the services, 
the contribution would still be recover- 
able. Decision of High Court Reversed. 

(Paras 6, 7, 8) 

(D) Madras Hindu Religious and Chari- 

table Endowments Act (19 of 1951), Sec- 
tion 100 — Rules under — Rules framed 
in 1955 by Madras Government prescrib- 
ing graduated scale of rates of contribu- 
tion under Section 76 (1) — Because rules 
were framed at a time when several dif- 
ferent kinds of services were intended to 
be rendered and the Court later struck 
down certain provisions of the Act under 
which services were to be rendered, tho 
rules framed in 1955 were not rendered 
inapplicable - Decision of High Court 
Reversed. (Para 8) 

(E) Civfl'P. C. (1908), Order 8, R. 4 — 

Concession by Advocate-General at the 
hearing in Higli Court < — Held did not 
oblige State Govermnent to frame sepa- 
rate rules in respect of each individual 
religious institution under Section 76 of 
the Madras Hindu Reh'gious and Chari- 
table Endowments Act (Para 7) 

Cases Referred; Chronological Paras 
(1963) AIR 1963 SC 966 (V 50)= 

19^ Supp (2) SCR 302, Sudhindra 
Thirtha Swamiar v. Comrar. for 
Hindu Religious & Charitable 
Endowments, Mysore 6 

(I960) 38 Mys LJ 245= ILR (1959) 

Mys 365, Devaraja Shenoy v. 

State of Myso're 3, 5, 7 

(1954) AIR 1954 SC 282 (V 41)= 

1954 SCR 1005, Commr. of Hindu 
Religious and Charitable Endow- 
ments, Madras \’. Sri Lakshmin- 
dra Thirtha Ssvamiar of Sri Siiinn: 

Mutt ^ 


The following Judgment of the Court 
Was delivered by 

SHAH, J.: — The Madras Religious and 
Charitable Endowments Act 19 of 1951 
w^ enacted to provide for the better ad- 
minfrbration and governance of Hindu 
Reh'gious and Charitable Institutions and 
Endowments in the State of Madras. This 
Court in The Commissioner of Hindu 
Religious and Charitable Endowments, 
Madras v. Sri Lahslunindra Thirtha Swa- 
miar of Sri Shirur Mutt, 1954 SCR 1005 
= (AIR 1954 SC 282) held that Sections 
21, 30 (2), 81, 55, 56 and 63 to 69 of Act 
19 of 1951 were ultra vires, in that they 
infringed the guarantee of the fundamen- 
tal rights in Articles 19 (1) (^, 25 and 26 
of the Constitution of India. This Court 
also held that Section 76 (1) providing 
for imposing h'abih'ty for payment of con- 
tribution which was of the nature of a 
tax and not a fee, was beyond the legis- 
lative competence of the State Legisla. 
tore. 

2. The Legislature then amended the 
Act by Madras Act 27 of 1954. On 
August II, 1955, the Government of Mad- 
ras framed Rules under tho Act prescrib- 
ing a graduated scale of rates of contri- 
bution imder Section 76 (1). 

8. The respondents who are trustees 
of die Venkataramana Temple at Mullci, 
District South Kanara, moved a petition 
in the High Court of Madras for an order 
restraining the Commissioner of Hindu 
Reh'gious and Charitable Endowments 
bom enforcing the proiosions of the 
Amending Act 27 of 1954. Under the 
scheme of reorganisation of State of 
Madras, the petition was transferred for 
trial to the Hi^ Court of Mysore. The 
High Court or Mysore by order dated 
March 10, 1959. held that Sections 21, SO 
(2), 31, 63 to 69 and 89 as amended by 
Act 27 of 1954 were invalid: Devraj'a 
Shenoy v. State of Mysore, (1960) 38 Mys 
LJ 245. 

4. The Assistant Commissioner of Reli- 
gious Endowments Mysore, issued on 
September 30, 1959 directing the respon- 
dent to pay the arrears of contributions 
and audit fee under the Commissioners 
demand notice dated June 25, 1957. Tho 
respondents moved another petition in the 
High Court of Mysore challenging the 
validity of tlio demand. Tlic High Court 
upheld the plea on the ground that no 
rules had been framed under Section 100 
of the Act, and therefore, the demand 
for levy of contribution was prcmabirc, 
and that audit fee demanded by the Com- 
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missloner was widiout detenmnahon 
tmder Section 76 (2) of tbe Act and was 
“on that account without competence or 
authority of law". With certificate grant- 
ed by the High Court, the Commissioner 
of Hindu Relirious & Charitable Endow- 
ments has pimerred this appeal 

5. The piovisioiis of me Act which 
are relevant may first be read: 

Section 7L “(1) The trustee of every 
rdi^ous institution shall keep regular a> 
counts of ^ receipts and disbursements. 

(2) The accounts of every reh’^ous in- 
stitution, the annual income of which as 
calculated for the purposes of Section 70 
for the fasli year inunediately preceding 
is not less than sixty thousand rupees, 
sTigli be subject to concurrent andlt, that 
is to say, the audit shall take place as and 
when e^>enditnre is incurred. 

(3) xc xz xz zz 
M) The audit shall be made— 

(a) in the case of a reh'gious institutiod 
file ariTnial income of which calculated 
as aforesaid for the fasU year immediate- 
ly preceding is not less than one thou- 
sand rupees, by auditors appointed in the 
prescribed manner, z Z z x 

(b) zs zz zz z:^ 
Section 70. *(1) In respert of the servi- 
ces render^ by tbe Government and 
their officers and for defraying the ex- 
penses incurred on account of such servi- 
ces every religioas institution shaU, from 
the income derived by it, pay to the Com- 
missioner armoally sad contribution cot 
exce^ing five per centum of its Incomo 
as may be presc^ed. 

(2) Every reh'gious institution, the aC- 
rraal income of wUch, for the fasli year 
immediately preceding as calculated for 
the purposes of the levy of contribution 
under s^seclion (1), is not less than one 
thousand rupees, snail pay to tbe Com- 
missioner annually, for meeting the cost 
of auditing its accounts, such further sum 
not exceeding one and a half per centum 
of its income as the Commisdoner may 
determine. 

f31 XX n XI zz 

(4) The Go\’emment shall nay the sala- 
ries, allowances, pensions and other bene- 
ficial remuneration of the Commissioner, 
Deputy Commissicmeis, Assistant Com- 
missioners and other officers and servants 
(other than executive officers of reli^ons 
institutions) employed for the puipcKes of 
this Act and the other expenses inccnad 
for such purposes, indndfng the expenses 
of Area Committees and the cost of audit- 
ing the accounts of reh'gioas institutions, 

^ zz xt zz z^ 


Section 100. *(1) The Government may 
make rules to carry out all or any of the 
purposes of this Act and not inconsisteat 
therewith. 

(21 In particular, and without jirejudico 
to the generality of the foregoing power, 
they shall have power to make rules with 
irference to tiae following matters:— 
zz zz zx zz 

(o) the mefiiod of calculating the fd- 
coma of a reh'gious institution for tbe 
purpose of levying contribution and fije 
rate at whidi it smdl be levied; 

zx zz zz z:^ 

Rules were framed by the State of Mad- 
ras on August 11, 1955 authorising fiie 
imposition of a graded levy of contribu- 
tion. The Buies framed hy the Govern- 
ment of file State of Madras remained in 
force in the State of Mysore after r^ 
organization of the State of Madras and 
applied to the temples in the Mangalore 
District which was incorporated in the 
Mysore State. It is true that the High 
Court of Mysore declared invalid .certain 
provisions of the Act imposing coobol 
upon the administratioo of temples gov- 
erned by the Act But on that account 
the power to make rules was not restrict- 
ed, nor were the rules framed by the Gov- 
enucent rendered invalid. The decision 
of the High Court that no rules for the 
levy of coDtributioD were framed was 
largely influenced by the observations 
made in tbe judgment in Devaraja She- 
noy's case, (I960) 38 Mys LJ 245. It was 
•observed in that case that since the res- 
'pondents had apph'ed for restraining the 
State from enforcing any of tbe provisions 
of the Act; an investigation into the 
(SustainabOity of that cl^m would have 
‘Invoh’ed detennination of the validity of 
Section 76 (1) and of any demand for 
contribution under its provisions, and 
since the Advocate-GCTeral appearing for 
file Slate in that case had informed the 
Coiat that the question did not fall to be 
deternuned because rules prescribing the 
contribution payable by the respondent- 
temple “had yet to be made, whidr 
meant that until such rule was made no 
contribution could be demanded* the con- 
dosion reached fay the Court was in 
truth "a decision on one of the material 
questions arising in that case, and binding 
on all the parties to that case". The Court 
proceeded to observe: 

"In that view of the matter it is lo- 
^trovertible that what was stated in 
the previous case on behalf of the State 
was that the amount of contribution pay- 
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^le by the petitioners (respondente) 
temple should be presadbed by a rule 
\ 7 hich remained to be made wmcli means 
that what was dedded by this Court was 
that no such contribution could be reco- 
vered from that temple until such a rule 
5 vas made. 

The impugned deinand made on June 
25, 1957 before this Court rendered ite 
decision in Devraja Shenoys t^e, (1960) 

88 Mys LJ 245 on March 10, 1959 ha^g 
no efficacy or effect, since it was a pl^- 
ly premature demand made even beiore 
the liability to pay the contribution came 
into existence, hos to be and is ac- 
cordingly quashed. 

This view, in our judgment, proceeds 
upon an incorrect view of the true nahire 
of the contribution levial^ under Sec- 
tion 76 (1) of the Act. •ae sumption 
made by the Court that under *e Act the 
Government had to make under Sechon 
100 rules applicable to each temple sepa- 
rately and prescribing the method tOT 
determining contribution finds no support 
in the provisions of the Act or its scheme. 

6 The true nature of the contributitm 
exigible under Section 76 (1) P^er Mad- 
Tss Adt 19 of 1931 was explamed by this 
Court in Sudhindra Thiitha Swarms v. 
Commr. for Hindu Rehgious & Chan- 
table Endowments, Mysore, 1963 Supp [2.) 

302= (AIR 1963 SC 966). It vp 
pSted out that (at p. 323) (of SCR)= (at 
p, 975 of AIR): ^ j 

“A levy in the nature of a fee dow not 
cease to be of that character merely b^ 
cause there is an element of compulsion 
or coerciveness present m 1 ^ pr « it a 
postulate of a fee that it must have du^ 
relation to the actuffi services rendered by 
the authority to individual who 
the benefit of the service. If -mth a view 
to provide a specific service, levy is 
posed by law and expenses for 
ing the service are met out Oj. the amounts 
coUected there being a reasonable rela- 
tion between the levy and the expense 
incurred for rendering the semce, the 
le\T would be in the nature of a fee and 
not in the nature of a tax It is true 
that ordinarily a fee is uniform pd no 
C account is taken of the vaiyong abihbes 
of different recipients. But absence m 
uniformity is not a criterion on 
alone it can be said that it is of the 
nature of a tax. A fee being a levy in 
consideration of rendering semce of a 
particular t>me, correlation behvcen the 
expenditure by the Government and the 
le^must undoubtedly exist, but a levy 


V. U. Krishna Rao [Prs. 5-10] S.C. lU? 

will not be regarded as a tax merely be- 
cause of the ^sence of uniformity in its 
incidence, or because of compulsion in the 
collection thereof, nor because some of 
the contributories do not obtain the same 
degree of service as others may.” 

Under the Act a fee thou^ levied for 
rendering services of a particular type is 
not to be correlated to the services per- 
formed for each individual who is intend- 
ed to obtain the benefit of the services. 
The correlation must be between the ex- 
penses incurred by the authority levying 
the fee for generally providing the ser- 
vice and the aggregate of the levy from 
persons who are to be made subject there- 
to. It is a necessary coroUam that imder 
the Act general rules prescribing the levy 
of fee from reh’gious endowments have, 
to be made, and not rules governing indi- 
vidual endowments. 

7. The Act does not contemplate sepa- 
rate rules to be made in respect of each 
religious institution likely to obtain the 
benefit of services rendered by the State 
for which the contribution is to be levied. 
The concession made by the Advocate- 
General at the hearing in Devaraja She-, 
noy’s case, (1960) 38 Mys LJ 245 does not 
oblige the State to frame separate rules 
in respect of each individual reh'gious in- 
stitution. The rules under the Act have 
to be general. And such rules were in 
fact framed and were in operation. We 
are tmable frierefore, to agree with the 
Hi^ Court that appropriate rules were 
not in existence at the time when the 
demand was made, and on that account 
die demand was premature. 

8. If sem’ces are prowded, assuming 
that the Venkataramana temple either 
does not need the services, or does not 
obtain the benefit of the services, the 
contribution would stiff be recoverable. 
We are also unable to accept the argu- 
ment raised that because the nJes were 
framed at a time when several different 
lands of services were intended to be 
rendered and die Court later struck down 
certain provisions of the Act tmder which 
services were to be rendered, the rules 
framed in 1955 were rendered inapplica- 
ble. 

9 The order passed by the High Court 
upholding the claim of the respondent- 
temple on this part of the case must 
therefore, be set aside. , 

10. The High Court has not investi- 
gated the question whether there is a 
reasonable relation between the expendi- 
ture incurred by the Government for 
\ading services and the amoimts intended 



s,c. [Pis, 10-14] Sampat Pralcasli v. State of J. & K. 


A.LB. 


to be collected from the religious institu- 
tions for whose benefit the ser%ices are 
to be rendered. Sin^ this is a matter 
to be decided on evidence, we do not 
propose to enter upon that question in 
this appeal 

IL The second question relates to the 
levy of audit fee. Under Section 76 (2) 
of the Act audit fee is not to be prescrib- 
ed by rules: the Commissioner has to 
determine the fee for auditing the ac- 
counts of each reUgious endowment. The 
po%ver of the Commissioner is subject to 
a three-fold restriction: (1) that the annual 
income of the religious institution for the 
relevant year preceding the year is Rupees 
1000/- or more; (2) that the fee does not 
exccOT 1%% of the income; and (3) that 
the fee is levied for meeting the cost of 
auditing the accounts of religious institu- 
tion. hi the present case, conditions (1) 
and (2) are satisfied But the High CotM 
u’as of the vie%v that the Commissioner 
had not determined the cost of auditing 
tile accounts of the respondent-temple, 
and proceeded to observe: 

*It is suffident to say that the demand 
made of the petitionen’ temple for the 
payment of a sum of Rs. 1,162-83 oF. to- 
wards the audit of its accounts in respect 
of the year 1963 fasli does not rest 
any determinatioa made under Section 
76 (2) and is therefore one made iritboot 
competence or the authority of law.* 

In so observing, in our judgment, the 
High Court erred. It was not the case 
of the respondents in their petition that 
the Commissioner had not determined the 
audit fee under Section 76 (2). In para- 
graph 12 of the petition it was merely 
asserted that tiie tee determined by tiie 
Commissioner at the rate of 1%% of the 
faicome was excessive. It is true that the 
Commissioner may not under Section 70 
(2) of the Act impose a flat rate of audit 
lee on the reUgious institutions governed 
by the provisions of the Act: he has to 
determine audit fee for meeting the costs 
of auditing the accounts as a percentage 
of the income of each reUgious institution. 
The Commissioner has to determine, hav- 
ing regard to the facts and circumstan- 
. ces of eadi case, the fee (being not more 
than the maximum prescribed) for meet- 
ing the cost of audit of the institution. 
That impUes that the Commissioner has 
to form an estimate of the reasonable 
cost which may be incurred in maluDg an 
effective audit of the accounts of the reli- 
gious institution, and to state it in terms 
of a percentage of the income. The per- 
centage of income levied as audit fee 


must of necessity be based oh an esti- 
mate, and the demand will not be struck 
down merely because it turns out that the 
amount demanded is not precisely eq>ii- 
valent to the cost actually incurred for 
auditing the accounts. 

12. Since where the High Court has 
proceeded upon the ground of absence 
of determination by the Commissioner, 
whidi was never pleaded, and the High 
Court has not determined whether the 
audit fee demanded was iu truth for meet- 
ing the cost of auditing, the accounts of 
the Venfcataramana temple, the order 
passed by the High Court in respect of 
this part of the case must also be set 
aside. 

13. The order of the Hidi Court is 
set aside and it is directed that the case 
do stand remanded to the High Court and 
that the High Court do dispose of the 
case according to law and in the light of 
the observations made in this judgment. 

14. Costs of this appeal wQl be costs 
in the High Court. 

Appeal allowed. 
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Sampat Prakash, Petitioner v. The Slate 
of Jammu and Kashmir and another. Res- 
pondents. 

L S. K. B. Rehman and others, 8. 
Nizamuddin and others. Interveners. 
Writ Petn. No. Ill of 1968, D/- 10-10- 


JA) Constitution of India, Articles 370, 
83 (c) (in its apph'cafion to Jammn and 
Kashj^) and 22 — Article 870 never 
ceased to apply to Jammu and Kashmir 
*— Effect “ /. and K. Preventive Detet>* 
tron Act (13 of 1904) is not void. 

Article 370 of the Constitution has 
never ceased to be operative in Jammu 
“d Kashmir. The President, therefore, 
<^d validly pass Constitution (Applica- 
tion to J. and K.) Orders in 1959 and 1904 
ertending time for giving protection to 
MV law relating to preventive detention 
in Jammu and Kashmir against invalidity 
TO tl^ ground of infringement of any of 
iMaamental rights guaranteed by 
Part HI of the Constitution, from ■ five 
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years under Artide 35 (c) to ten years 
and fifteen years respectively. The J. 
and K. Preventive Detention Act (13 of 
1964) is immune from being declared void 
on the ground of inconsistency with Arti- 
de 22. (Para 8) 

The object of the Orders 1959 and 1964 
orders was to extend the period of pro- 
tection to the preventive detention law 
and not to infringe or abridge the funda- 
mental rights, thou^ the result of the 
extension is that a detenu cannot, during 
the period of protection, challenge the 
law on the ground of its being inconsist- 
ent vrith Artide 22. Such extension is 
justified prima facie by the exceptional 
state of affairs which continue to exist 

(Para 15) 

(B) Constitution of India, Articles 370, 
867 — Provisions in respect of Jammu 
and Kashmir — Interpretation of Art. 370 
— Section 21 of General Clauses Act is 
applicable — Power of making Orders 
under Article 370 — Can be exercised 
from time to time — General Clauses 
Act (1897), Section 21. 

Artide 367 makes Section 21 of the 
General Clauses Act applicable for pur- 
pose of interpretation of the Constitution. 
There is noming in Arb'de 370 which 
would exdude the apphcabiiity of Sec- 
tion 21 when interpreting tiie power 
granted by that article. The President, 
therefore, can in exercise of power 
under Ariide 370 make orders from time 
to time. The power to modify in Cl. (d) 
of Artide 370 (1) also includes the power 
to subsequently vary, alter, add to or 
rescind such an order by reason of the 
appbcabih'ty of the rule of interpretation 
laid down in Section 21 of the General 
Clauses Act (Paras 11, 12) 

Artide 370 cannot also be so interpre- 
tated that the power of making modifica- 
tions and exceptions in the orders made 
under Artide 370 (1) (d) should be limit- 
ed to making minor alterations and should 
not cover the power to practically abro- 
gate an article of the Constitution ap- 
plied in J. and K. State. AIR 1958 SG 
197 and AIR 1961 SC 1519, Followed. 

(Para 14) 

(C) Constitution of India, Artfdes 370, 
3GS — Application of Article 368 to 
Jammu and Kashmir — Effect on Presi- 
dent’s power under Article 370. 

Artide 3&S is not primarily intended 
for amending the Constitution as applica- 
ble in Jammu and Kashmir but is for 
tlie TTurpose of caring the amendments 
made in the Constitution for the rest of 


India into the Constitution as apph'ed in 
the State of Jammu and Kashmir. Even 
in this process, the powers of the Presi- 
dent rmder Artide 370 have to be exer- 
cised and, consequently, Ae apphcabiiity 
of Article 368 does not curtail the power 
of bhe President under Artide 870. 

(Para 13) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1961) AIR 1961 SC 1519 ^ 48) = 

(1962) 1 SCR 688, Puranlal 
Lakhanpal v. President of India 14 
(1956) AIR 1956 SC 197 (V 43) = 

(1955) 1 SCR 1101 = 1956 Cri 
LJ 421 (2), P. L. Lakhanpal v. 

State of Jammu and Kashmir 14 

M/s. M. K Ramamurthi, Haroobhai 
Mehta, Vineet Kumar and Mrs. Shyamala 
Pappu, Advocates, (Petitioner was also 
produced in Court), for Petitioner; Mr. 
C. K. Daphtaiy, Attorney-General for 
India and Mr. B. R. L. Iyengar, Sr. Advo- 
cate (Mr. R. N. Sachthey, Advocate with 
them), for Respondents; Mr. R. K. Garg, 
Advocate, amicus cirriae (for No. 1) and 
M. R. V. S. Mani, Advocate, amicus curiae 
(for No. 2), for Respondents. 

The, following Judgment of the Court 
was delivered by 

BHARGAVA, J.; This petition under 
Artide 32 of the Consh'tution of India 
(hereinafter referred to as “the Constitu- 
tion”) has been presented by Sampat 
Prakash who was the General Secretary 
of the Ah Jammu and Kashmir Low-Paid 
Government Servants Federation. On 
October 25, 1967, Government employees 
and teachers of the Jammu Province held 
a mass meeting making a demand that 
dearness allowance at Central rates should 
be paid to them. They further resolved 
that, if the Government did not accept 
this demand, the employees and the tea- 
chers would go on ‘Dhama’ on 5th 
November, 1967. The Revenue Minister 
of the Jammu and Kashmir State promised 
dearness allowance at half tlie rates ap- 
plicable to Central Government servants. 
No dharna was started on 5th November, 
1967, but, on 17th November, 1957, a 
notice was given on behalf of the em- 
ployees to tne Government that there 
would be a hunger strike on ISth Novem- 
ber, 1967. On that day, the employees 
went on a hunger strike for one day out- 
side the residence of the Chief Minister. 
Tlien, there was a mass meeting on 27th 
November, 1967, in which it was an- 
nounced that, if their demands were not 
met, the employees would go on n pen- 
down strike on December, 1967. Tbo 
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GovOTi^t fail ^ te^^P^J^ and 10th protection to any la:w relating to pr^en- 

mand. ^ . employees went on live detention in Jammu and Kashnu r 

pen-do^ strike and, against invalidity on toe gr^d of m- 
a ____i VnifP Between fringement of any of toe fundammtal 

l^Sd^on^to December, 19ei7, there was rights guaranteed by Part^ffi 

me^^wiiidi was addres- stihition for a limited penod of five ye^ 
Sa by SfpSbS 0= llth Decern- oriy. M clause, as intiodaced fa I9c4, 

"oS- Sd^es“ArS “icS^ra ^tp 

petitioner was dismissed from govern- before or after 
ment service and on 12to December, 19CT, 
te adtoessed another mass meeting, to 
vie%v of toese activities of the petitioner 
and toe continuance of snch a situation 
to© District Magistrate of Jammu, on 
16th March, 1968, made an order of 
detention of toe petitioner under Sec. a 
of toe Jammu and Kashmir Preventive 
Detention Act No. 13 of 1964 toereinaftet 
referred to as “toe AdT) and, on 18th 
Matoh, 1968, toe petitioner was act^y 
placed under detention. The grounds of 
detention were served on the petitioner 
on toe 28th March, 1968 and the State 
Government granted apPfoval to toe 
order of detention oil 8th April, 1968. 

The detention of the petitioner was conti- 
nued without malting a reference to the 
Advisory Board, as the State Government 
purported to act under Section 13A of 
toe Act The present petition was filed 
by toe petitioner on 8td May, 1968. 

2. During toe preliminary hearing of 
tois petition, Mr. Ramamurthy, represent- 
ing the petitioner, raised a ground that 
Section 13A of the Act was ultra vires 
toe Constitution as contrav^ening the pro- 
visions of Arfcle 22 of toe Constitution. 

That question was referred by the Con- 
stitution Bench of the Court to a larger 
Bench and came before toe Full Court 
On this occasion, toe Court held that id 
view of Clause (c) of Article 35 of toe 
Constitution introduced in toe Constitu.- 
tion in its application to toe State of 
Jammu and K^hmir, toe point toat had 
been raised stood answered by toe ed- 
totion of tois dause and, unless the dame 
itself was challenged, the point raised 
on behalf of the detenu did not arise. In 
this view, that reference was dissoh’ed 
and toe case has been heard by toe Con- 
stitution Bench. 

S. On toe return of toe reference, too 
main point which has been argued on 
behalf of toe petitioner is based on toe 
fact toat Artfde S3 (c) of the Constito- 
tion, as initially introduced Iw toe Con- 
stihifioD (Ap^cation to Jammu »in«T 


toe commencement of 

toe Constitution (Application to Jammu 
and Kashmir) Order, 1954, shall be void 
on toe ground that it is inconsistent with 
any of the provisions of this Part, but 
any such law shall, to the extent of such 
inconsistency, cease to have effect on the 
expiration of five years from the com- 
menoement of toe said Order, except as 
respects things done or omitted to be 
done before the expiration thereof." 

It was urged that the five years mention- 
ed in the danse expired in 1939, and 
consequently, toe Act, which was passed 
in 1964, did not get immunity bom being 
declared ^pid on toe ground of incon- 
sistency with Article 22 of toe Constitu- 
tioD. It, however, appears that for toe 
words "five years* in Article 35 (c), the 
words "ten years* were substitute by 
toe Constitution (A;roIication to Jammu 
and K^hmir) Second Amendment Order, 
1959 (C. O. 59), whidi was passed before 
the expiry of toose five years and, sub- 
sequently, for toe words "ten years* so 
introduc^ the words “fifteen years* 
were substituted by the Constitution (Ap- 
plication to Jammu and Kashmir) Amento 
ment Order, 1964 (C. O. 69). This modi- 
fication was also made before toe expiry 
of the period of ten years from the ^te 
on which the Constitution (Application 
to Jammu and Kashmir) Order, 1934 was 
passed. On these facts, toe point raised 
on behalf of toe detenu was that these 
two modifications in 1939 and 1964, sub- 
stituting “ten years* for “five years" and 
"fifteen years* for "ten year^, were toem- 
selvCT void on the groimd toat orders 
xna^g such modifications could not be 
vabdly passed by the President under 
Article 370 (1) of the Constitution in toe 
years 1939 and 1964. 

4. Article 570 of the Constitution is 
ts follows:— 

^J70. (I) Notwithstanding anything fn 
tois Constitution, — 

S toe provisions of Art- 238 shall not 
_ / in relation to the State of Jammu 
and Kashmir; 
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(b) the power of Parliament to make 
laws for the said State shall be limited 
to — 

(1) those matters in the Union List and 
the Concurrent List whicli, in consulta- 
tions with the Government of the State, 
are declared by the President to corres- 
pond to matters specified in the Instru- 
ment of Accession governing the acces- 
sion of the State to the Dominion of 
India as the matters with respect to which 
the Dominion Legislature may make laws 
for that State; and 

(ii) such other matters in the said Lists 
as, \wth tire concurrence of the Govern- 
ment of the State, the President may by 
order specify. 

Explanation. — For the purposes of this 
article, the Government of the State 
means the person for the time being re- 
cognised by the President as the Maha- 
raja of Jammu and Kashmir acting on 
the advice of the Council of Ministers 
for the time being in office under the 
Maharaja’s Proclamation dated the fifth 
day of March, 1948; — 

(c) the provisions of article (1) and of 
this article shall apply in relation to that 
State: 

(d) such of the other piovisions of this 
Constitution shall apply in relation to that 
State subject to such e.xceptions and modi- 
fications as tlie President may by order 
specify: 

Provided that no such order which re- 
lates to the matters specified in tlie Instru- 
ment of Accession of the State referred 
to in paragraph (i) of sub-clause (b) sh.all 
be issued e.xcept in consultation with the 
Government of the State; 

Provided further that no such order 
which relates to matters other than tliose 
referred to in the last preceding proviso 
.shall be issued excci^t with the concur- 
rence of that Government. 

(2) If the concurrence of the Govern- 
ment of the State referred to in para- 
graph (ii) of sub-clause (Ir) of clause (1) 
or in the second proviso to sub-clau.se (d) 
of that clause be given before the Con- 
stituent Assembly for the purpose of 
framing the Constitution of the State is 
convened, it shall be placed before such 
.Assembly for such decision as it may take 
thereon. 

(3) Notwithstanding anything in the 
foregoing provisions of this article, tire 
President may. by public notification, 
declare that this article .shall cease to 
be operative or shall be operative only 
with such exceptions and modifications 
.and from such date as he may specify: 
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Provided that the recommendation of 
the Constituent Assembly of the State 
referred to in Clause (2) shall be neces- 
sary before the President issues such a 
notification.” 

The first argument was tliat this article 
contained temporary provisions which 
ceased to be effective after the Consti- 
tuent .Assembly convened for the purpose 
of framing the Constitution of the Jammu 
and Kashmir State had completed its task 
by framing the Constitution for that State. 
Reliance was placed on the historical 
background in which this Article 370 was 
included in the Constitution to urge that 
the powers under this article were in- 
tended to be conferred only for the limit- 
ed period until the Constitution of the 
State was framed, and the President 
could not resort to them after the Con- 
stituent Assembly had completed its work 
by framing the Constitution of the State. 
The background of the legislative historj’ 
to which reference was made, was 
brought to our notice by learned counsel 
by drawing our attention to the speech 
of the Minister Sri N. Gopalaswami 
.Ayj'angar when he moved in the Consti- 
tuent .Assembly Clause 306-A of the Bill, 
which now con'csponds with Article 370 
of the Constitution. It was stated by 
him that conditions in Kashmir were spe- 
cial and required special treatment. The 
special circumstances, to which reference 
was made by him were: — 

{1} that there had been a war going 
on within the limits of Jammu and Kash- 
mir State; 

(2) that there was a cease-fire agreed 
to at the beginning of the year and that 
cease-fire was still on, 

(3) that the conditions in the State 
were still unusual .and abnormal and had 
not settled down; 

(4) that part of the State w.as still in 
the hands of rebels and enemies; 

(5) that our country was entangled with 
the United Nations in regard to Jammu 
and Kashmir and it was not possible to 
say when wc would be free from this 
entanglement; 

(6) that the Government of India had 
committed themselves to the people of 
Kashmir in certain respects which com- 
mitments included an undertaking that 
an opportunity would be given to the 
people of the State to deride for them- 
selves whether they would remain with 
the Republic or wish to go out of if; and 

(7) that the will of the people e.xpres- 
sed through the Instrument or a Consti- 
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tueiit Assembly would deleriniiie the 
Constitution of the State as well as the 
sphere of Union jurisdiction over the 
State. 

Learned counsel urged that, in this back- 
ground, Article 370 of the Constitution 
could only have been intended to remain 
effective until the Constitution of the 
State was framed and the will of the 
people of Jammu and Kashmir had been 
e.vpressed and, thereafter, this article must 
be held to have became ineffective, so 
that the modifications made fay the Presi- 
dent in exercise of the powers under this 
article, subsequent to the enforcement of 
the Constitution of the State, would be 
without any authority of law. The Con- 
stitution of the State came into force on 
26th January, 1936 and, therefore, the 
two Orders of 1959 and 1964 passed by 
the President in purported exercise of 
the power under Article 370 were void- 
It was also urged that the provisions of 
Cl. (2) of Article 370 support this view, 
because it directs that, if the concurrence 
of the Government of the Slate is gl%'en 
under paragraph Hi) of sub-clause of 
Clause (1) or under the second proviso 
to sub-clause (d) of that clause before 
the Constituent Assembly for the purpose 
of framing the Constitution of the Stale 
is convened, that concurrence h-as to be 
placed before such Assembly for such 
decision as it may take thereon. From 
this, it was sought to be inferred that 
the power of the President, depending 
on the concurrence of the Government of 
the State, must be exercised before the 
dissolution of the Constituent Assenjbly 
of the State, so that the concurrence 
could be placed for its decision, and that 
power must be held to cease to exist 
after the dissolution of the Constituent 
Assembly when thst course became im- 
passible. 

5. We are not impressed by either of 
these two arguments advanced by Mr. 
Ramamurthy. So far the historical back- 
ground ■ is concerned, the Attorney- 
General appearing on behalf of the 
Government also relied on it to urge 
that the pro\isions of Article 370 should 
be held to be continuing in force because 
the situation that existed when this 
article was incorporated in • the Constitu- 
tion had not materially altered, and the 
purpose of introducing this article was 
to empower the President to exercise his 
discretion in applying tlie Indian Consti- 
tution while that situation remained un- 
changed. There is considerable force in 
this submission. The legislative history 
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of this article caiuiut, in these circum- 
stances, be of any assistance for holding 
that this article became ineffective after 
the Constituent Assembly of the State 
had framed the Constitution for the State. 

6. Tbe second submission based on 
tiauxe (2) of Article 370 does not find 
support even from the language of that 
clause which only refers to the concur- 
rence given by the Government of the 
State before the Constituent Assembly 
was convened, and makes no mention at 
all of the completion of the work of the 
Constituent Assembly or its dissolution. 

7. There are, however, much stronger 
reasons for holding that the provisions 
of this article continued in force and 
remained effective even after the Consti- 
tuent Assembly of the state had passed 
the Coastitution of the State. Tlie most 
important provision in this connection is 
th.»t contained in Clause (3) of the arti- 
cle which la>s down that this article 
shall cease to be operative or shall be 
operative only s\'ith such exceptions ’ and 
modifications and from such date,' as the 
President may specify by public notifi- 
cation, provided that the recommendation 
of the Constituent Assembly of the State 
referred to in Clause (2) shall be neces- 
sary before tl)e President issues such a ' 
notification. This clause clearly en^sa-' 
ges that the .article will continue to be 
operative and can cease to be operative 
only if. on the recommendation of the 
Constituent Assembly of the State, the 
President makes a direction to that ef- 
fect. In fact, no such recommendation was 
made by the Constituent Assembly of the 
State, nor was any Order made by the Pre- - 
sident. declaring that the article shall cease 
to be operative. On the contrary, it ap- 
pears that the Constituent Assembly of 
(he State made a recommendation that 
the article should be operative with one 
modification to be incorporated in the 
Explanation to Clause (1) of the article. , 
This modification in the article was noti- 
fied by the President by Ministry' of Law 
Order No. C. O. 44 dated I5th Novem- 
lier. 1952, and laid down that, from the 
I7lli November, 1952, the article was to 
be operative with substitution of the new 
Explanation for the old Explanation as 
U existed at that time. This makes it 
very’ clear that the Constituent Assembly 
of the State did not desire, that this arti- 
cic should cease to be operative and, in 
fact, expressed its agreement to the conti- 
nued operation of this article by making 
a recommendation that It should be 
operative with this modification only. 
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8. Further reference may also be 
made to the proviso added to Article 368 
of the Constitution in its application to 
the State of Jammu and Kashmir, under 
which an amendment to the Constitution 
made in accordance with Article 368 is 
to have no effect in relation to the State 
of Jammu and Kashmir unless applied 
by order of the President under Cl. (1) 
of Article 370. The proviso, thus, clearly 
■requires that the ijowers of the Presi- 
,dent under Article 370 must be exercised 
from time to time in order to bring into 
effect in Jammu and Kashmir amend- 
‘ments made by Parliament in the Consti- 
tution in accordance with .A.rticle 368. In 
view of tliese provisions, it must be held 
that Article 370 of the Constitution has 
never ceased to be operative and there 
can be no challenge on this ground to 
the validity of the Orders passed by the 
President in exercise of the powers con- 
ferred by this Article. 

9. The next submission made for 
challenging the validity of tlie Orders of 
modification made in the years 1959 and 
1964 was that, under sub-clause (d) of 
Clause (1) of Article 370 of the Consti- 
tution, the power that is conferred on 
the President is for the purpose of ap- 
plying the provisions of the Constitution 
to Jammu and Kashmir and not for the 
purpose of making amendments in the 
Constitution as ap^ied to that State. The 
interpretation sought to be placed was 
thatj at the time of applying any provi- 
sion of tlie Constitution to tlie State of 
Jammu and Kashmir the President is 
competent to make modifications and ex- 
ceptions therein but once any provision 
of the Constitution has been applied, 
tlie power under Article 370 would not 
cover any modification in- the Constitu- 
tion as applied. Reliance was thus plac- 
ed on the nature of the power confer- 
red on the President to urge that the 
President could not from time to time 
amend any of the provisions of the Con- 
stitution as applied to the State of Jammu 
and Kashmir. It was further urged that 
the President’s power under .Article 370 
slioulcl not be interpreted by applying 
Section 21 of the General Clauses Act, 
because a Constitutional power cannot 
lie equated with • a power conferred by 
ail .-Set, nile, bye-law, etc. 

10. The argument, in our opinion, 
proceeds on an entirely incorrect basis. 
Under Article 370 (1) (d), the power of 
the President is expressed by laying dovn 
that provisions of the Constitution, other 


than article (1) and article 370 which, 
under Article 370 (1) (c), became appli- 
cable when the Constitution came into 
force, shall apply in relation to the State 
ol Jammu and Kashmir subject to such 
exceptions and modifications as the Pre- 
sident may by order specify. What the 
President is required to do is to specify 
the provisions of the Constitution which 
are to apply to the State of Jammu and 
Kashmir and, when making such specifi- 
cation, he is also emi^owered to specify 
excejitions and modifications to those 
provisions. As soon as the President 
makes such specification, the provisions 
become applicable to the State with the 
specified exceptions and modifications. 
The specification by the President has to 
be in consultation with the Government 
of the State if those provisions relate 
to matters in the Union List and the 
Concurrent List .specified in the Instru- 
ment of Accession governing the acces- 
sion of the State to the Dominion of 
India as matters with respect to which 
the Dominion Legislature may make laws 
for that State. The specification in res- 
jiect of all other provisions of the Con- 
stitution under sub-clause (d) of Cl, (1) 
of Article 370 has to be with the con- 
currence of the State Government. Any 
specification made after such consulta- 
tion or concurrence has the effect tliat 
the provisions of the Constitution speci- 
fied with the exceptions and modifica- 
tions become applicable to the State of 
Jammu and Kashmir. It cannot be held 
that the nature of the power contained 
ill this provision is such that Section 21 
of the General Clauses Act must be held 
to be totally inapplicable. 

11. In this connection, it may be 
noted that Article 367 of the Constitu- 
tion lays down that, unless the context 
otherwise requires, the General Clauses 
Act, 1897, shall, subject to any adapta- 
tions and modifications that may be made 
therein under Article 372, apply for the 
interpretation of this Constitution as it 
applies for the interpretation of an Act 
of the Legislature of the Dominion of 
India. This provision made by the Con- 
slitution itself in .Article 367, thus, speci- 
fically applied the provisions of the 
General Clauses Act to tlie interpreta- 
tion of all the articles of the Constitution 
which include Article 370. Section 21 
of the General Clauses Act is as follows: 

■‘Where by any Central Act or Hegul.a- 
(ion, a power to issue notifications, orders, 
rules, or bye-laws is conferred, then that 
power includes a power, exeixnsable in 
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the like manner and subject to the like 
sanction and conditions (ir any), to add 
to. amend, van’ or rescind any notifica- 
tions, orders, rules or bye-laws so issued.” 
This provision is clearly a rule of inter- 
pretation which has been made applic- 
able to the Constitution in the same man- 
ner as it applies to any Central Act or 
Regulation. On the face of it, the sub- 
mission that Section 21 cannot be ap- 
plied to the interpretation of the Consti- 
tution will lead to anomalies which can 
only be avoided by holding that the rule 
laid dorni in this section is fully appb- 
cjjjle to all the provisions of the Consti- 
tution. As an example, under Art. t s (3j, 
the President, and, under Article 166 (3) 
the Governor of a State are empowered 
to make rules for the more convenient 
transaction of the business of the Gov- 
ernment of India or the Gox emment of 
the State, as the case may be, and for 
the allocation among Ministers of the said 
business. If, for the interpretation of 
those prox’isions, section 21 of the Gene- 
ral Clauses Act is not applied, the result 
would be that the rules once made by 
the President or a Governor would be- 
come inf!e.xible and the allocation of the 
business among the .Ministers would for 
ever remain as laid dossn in the first 
rules. Clearly, the power of amending 
these rules from time to time to suit 
changing situations must be held to exist 
and that power can only be found in 
these articles hy applying section 21 of 
the General Clauses Act. Tliere are 
other similar rule-making powers, such 
as the power of making service rules 
under Article 309 of the Constitution. 
That power must also he exercisable from 
time to time and must include within it 
the power to add to, amend, vary or 
rescind . any of those nilcs. The sub- 
mission that Section 21 of the General 
Clauses Act cannot be held to be appb- 
cable for interpretation ol the Constitu- 
tion must, therefore, be rejected, it ap- 
pears to us that there is nothing in Arti- 
cle 370 which would exclude uie appli- 
cability of this section when interpreting 
the power granted by that article. 

12. The legislative history of this arti- 
cle will also fully support this vievv% it 
was because of the special situation exist- 
ing in Jammu and Kashmir that the Con- 
stituent Assembly framing the Constitu- 
tion decided that the Constitution should 
not become applicable to Jammu and 
Kashmir under Article 39-1, under whi^ 
ic came into* effect in the rest of In^, 
and preferred to confer on the President 


State of J. & K. (Bhargav .1 J.) A. I. R. 
the power to apply the various provisions 
of the Constitution with exceptions and 
modifications. It was envisaged that the 
President would have to take into ac- 
count the situation existing in the State 
when applying a provision of the Con- 
stitution and such situations could arise 
from time to time. There was clearly 
the possibility that, when applying a 
particular provision, the situation might 
demand an exception or modification of 
the provision applied; but subsequent 
changes in the situation might jiislifv the 
rcscindmg of those modifications or ex- 
ceptions. This could only be brought 
about by conferring on the President the 
power of making orders from time to 
time under Article 370 and this power 
must, therefore, be held to h.av’e been 
conferred on him by applying the provi- 
sions of Section 21 of the General Clauses 
Act for the interpretation of the Consti- 
tution. 

1.3. Tlie next point urged was that 
Article 368 of the Constitution having 
been applied to lammu and Kashmir with 
f. proviso added to it, there now exists 
a provision relating to amendment of the 
Constitution as applied to Jammu and 
Kashmir under this article and, consc* 

a iienfly, while such special provision for 
11 $ purpose exists, we should interpret 
Article 370 as being no longer applicable 
for amending or modifying the provisions 
of the Constitution applied to that State. 
Tills argument, in our opinion, is based 
on a wrong premise. Article 368 has 
been applied to Jammu and Kashmir 
primarily with tlie object that amend- 
ments made by the Parliament in the 
Constitution of India as applicable in the 
whole of the counlr>' should also take ef- 
l^t in the State of Jammu and Kashmir. 
The proviso, when applying this article, 
serves the purpose that those amendments 
made should be made applicable to the 
State of Jammu and K-ashmir only with 
the concurrence of the State Government 
and, after such concurrence is avaihible 
these amendments should take effect 
when an order is m.ade under Article 370 
of the Consliliilion. TJuis, Article 368 is 
iM)t primarily intended for amending the 
p>nstitution as applicable in Jammu and 
Kashmir, but is for the purpose of carrj'- 
ing the amendments made in the Consti- 
tution for the rest of India into the Con- 
stitution as applied in the .State of 
Jammu and Kashmir. Even, in this pro- 
^s. the powers of the President under 
Article 370 hav’C to be exercised and, 
consequently, it cannot be held that the 
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applicability of this article would neces- 
sarily curtail the power ol the President 
under Article 370. 

14. It was also urged that the power 
of making modifications and e.xceptions 
in the orders made under Article 370 (1) 
(d) should at least be limited to making 
minor alterations and should not cover 
the ])ower to practically abrogate an arti- 
cle of the Constitution applied in tliat 
State. That submission is clearly with- 
out force. The challenge to the validity 
of Article 35 fc) introduced in the Consti- 
tution as applied to Jammu and Kashmir 
on this ground was repelled by diis 
Court in P. L. Lakhanpal a'. State of 
Jammu and Kashmir, (1955) 2 SCR 1101 
= (AIR 1956 SC 197). Subsequently, the' 
scope of the powers of making e.vcep- 
jtfons and madificatians was e.vamnied in 
greater details by this Court in Puranlal 
■Lakhanpal v. President of Lidia, (1962) 2 
SCR 688 at p. 692 = (AIR 1961 SC 1519 
at p. 1521). Dealing with tlie scope of 
the ivord “modification” as used in Arti- 
cle 370 (1), the Court held; — 

“But, in the present case, we have to 
find out the meaning of tlie word “modi- 
fication” used in Article 370 (1) in the 
eonte.\'t of the Constitution. As we have 
said already, the object behind enacting 
Article 370 (1) was to recognise the spe- 
cial position of the State of Jammu and 
Kashmir and to provide for that special 
position by giving power to the President 
to apply the proi'isions of the Constitu- 
tion to that State valh such exceptions and 
modifications as the . President might by 
order specif)’. We hai'C already pointed 
out that the power to make exceptions 
implies that the President can provide 
that a paiLcular provision of the Consti- 
tution would not apply to that State. If, 
therefore, the power is giien to the Pre- 
sident to efface in effect any provision 
of the Constitution altogether in its ap- 
jilication to the State of Jammu and 
Kasliinir, it .seems that when he is also 
given the power to . make modifications 
that power should be considered in its 
widest possible amplitude. If he could 
efface a particular provision of the Con- 
stitution altogether in its application to 
the State of Jammu and iCa.shmir, wc 
sec no reason to think that the Constitu- 
tion did not intend that he .should have 
the power to amend a particular provi- 
sion in its application to the State of 
Jammu and Kashmir. It seems to us 
that when the Constitution used the word 
"inodific.ation” in .^rtic^e 870 (1), the in- 


tention was that the President would 
have the power to amend the prowsions 
of tlie Constitution if he so thought fit 
in their application to the State of Jammu 
and Kashmir.” 

Proceeding further, and after discussing 
the meaning of the word "modify”, the 
Court held: 

Thus, in law, the word "modify” may 
j'ust mean “vary” i. e., amend; and when 
.Article 370 (I) sa)’s that tlie President may 
apply the provisions of the Constitution 
to the State of Jammu and Kashmir witli 
such modifications as he may by order 
specify, it means that he may vary (i. c., 
amend) the provisions of the Constitution 
in its application to the State of Jammu 
and Kashmir. We are, therefore, of opi- 
nion that in the context of the Constitu- 
tion v'c must give the widest effect to 
the meaning of tlie word “modification” 
used in .Article 370 (1) and in that sense 
it includes an amendment. Tliere is no 
reason to limit the word “modifications” 
as used in Article 370 (1) only to such 
modifications as do not make any “radi- 
cal transformation”. 

This decision being binding on us, it is 
not possible to accept tlie submission 
urged by counsel. 

15. Lastly, it was argued that the 
modifications made in .Article 35 (c) by 
the Constitution (Application to Jammu 
and Kashmir) Orders of 1959 and 1964 
had the effect of abridging the funda- 
mental right of the citizens of Kashmir 
under Article 22 and other articles con- 
tained in Part III after tliey had already 
been applied to the State of Jammu and 
Kashmir and an order of the President 
under Article 370 being in the nature of 
law, it would be void under .Article 13 
of the Constitution. .Article 35 (c) as ori- 
ginally introduced in the Constitution as 
applied to Jammu and Kashmir laid dowm 
that no law with respect to preventive 
detc-nlion made by the Legislature of that 
State could be declared void on the 
ground of inconsistency with any of the 
provisions of Part III, with the qualifi- 
cation that such a law to the extent of 
the inconsistency was to cease to have 
effect after a period of five years. This 
me.ans that, under Clause (c) of Art. 35, 
immunity was granted to the preventive 
laws made by the State Legislature com- 
pletely, though the life of the inconsis- 
tent provisions was limited to a period 
of five ycar-s. The extention of that life 
from five to ten years and ten to fifteen 
years cannot, in these chcumstnnccs, he 
held to be an abridgement of any funda- 
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mental right, as the fundamental rights 
were already made inapplicable to the 
preventive detention Jaw. On the other 
hand, if the substance of this provision 
is examined, the proper interpretation 
would be to hold that, as a result of Arti- 
cle 35 (c), the applicability of the provi- 
sions of Part III for the purpose of judg- 
ing the validity of a law relating to pre- 
ventive detention made by the State 
Legislature was postponed for a period of 
/ive years, diiring which the law could 
ne'it be declared void. As already slated 
370-(l) (d), in terms, provides for 
the application of the provisions of the 
Const.’lation other than Articles 1 and 
370 in relation to Jammu and Kashmir 
with su ch exeepbons and modifications 
as Presk^iit may hy order specify. It 
was not disputed that the President's 
Order of ^ 354 , by winch immunity for 
a period of iive years was given to the 
Slate’s preventive detention law from chal- 
lenge on the iVoundofits being inconsis- 
tent with Part III of the Constitution was 
validlv made xinder and In conformity 
with Cl. (d) of Article 370 (1). We have 
already held that the power to modify 
m Claase fd) also includes the power to 
subscquentlv s-arv, alter, add to or res- 
cind such order bv reason of the ap- 
plicability of the rule of interpretation 
laid down in section 21 of the General 
Clauses Act. If the order of 1954 
is not mvalid on the ground of infringe- 
ment or abridgement of fundamental 
rights under Part III, it is diffiailt to ap- 
preciate boss' extension' of period of im- 
munity made by subsequent amendments 
can be said to be invalid as constituting 
an infringement or abridgement of any 
of the pros'isions of Part III. The object 
of the subsequent Orders of 1959 and 
1964 was to extend the period of pro- 
tection to the prevciilive detention Jaw 
and not to infringe or abridge the funda- 
mental rights, though the result of the 
extension is tliat a detenu cannot, during 
the period of protection, cliallenge the 
law on the ground of its being inconsist- 

I ent with Article 22. Such e.xtension is 
justified prima facie by the exceptional 
state of affairs whidi continue to exist as 
before. - ‘ 

16. The provision made in Art. 35 fc) 
has the effect that the * x.alidily of the 
Act cannot he challenged on the ground 
tiiat any of the provision® of the Act 
are inconsistent with Article 22 of the 
Constitution. 

17. As a result the grounds taken to 
cliallenge the validity of the Act fail and 
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are rejected. The petition uill now he 
set tlosvn for hearing arguments, if any, 
on the facts of the case. 

Order accordingly. 
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llie Management of Advance Insurance 
Co Ltd., Appellant v. Shri Gurudasmal 
and others, Respondents. 

Civil Appeal No. 2258 of 1909, D/- 4- 
3-1970. 

(A) Constitution of India, Sch. VII, 
List I, Entry SO, Articles 367, 372 and 
372A . — Belonging to any Stale — After 
Adaptation Order No. 1 of 1956, word 
‘State* includes ‘Union Territory Mem- 
bers of Police force belonging to Union 
Territory can have their jurisdiction ex- 
tended to otlicr States — Article 872A 
conferred fresh power. on President to 
.adapt General Clauses Act. 

Tlie definition of word “State" in Sec- 
tion 3 (-58) of the General Clauses Act 
after its adaptation by the Adaptation 
Order No. 1 of 1950 applies to the defi- 
nition of '....‘State’ in entry 80 of the 
Union List willi the result that the defi- 
nition •includes Union Territories also. 
Conscfiuently members of Police Force 
belonging to Union Territory like Delhi 
Special Police Establishment can have 
■powers and jurisdiction extended to an- 
other State provided the Government of 
that Slate consents. ' (Paras 12 and 16) 

. .Section 3 (58) of the General Clauses 
Act has been validly adapted by the 
.\d,iiitation Order No. 1 and includes in 
the definition of the ‘Stale’ a Union Terri- 
.eorx-. This adaptation has been made 
under Article 372.\ wliich confers a power 
on the President nf India to adapt any 
law in force in India by making sucli 
ndapfalions and modifications, whether 
by way of repeal or amendment, as may 
lie necessary and to prn%-ide that the law 
so adapted or modified shall have effect 
subject to the adaptations or modifica- 
tions so made and the adaptations and 
modification shall not be questioned. 
‘This was a fresh power equal and analo- 
gous to Article 372 f2\ 'Ihcrefore. when 
t he Presi dent adapted the General Clauses 

CN/CN7Bi^/76/GG\f^~^’" ' • 



1970 Advance Ins. Co. v. Giirudasmal (Hidayatullah C. J.) [Prs. 1-3] S. C. 1127 


Act by giving a new definition of ‘State’ 
the. new definition appropriate to the 
purpose applied to the interpretation of 
the Constitution. The word 'State’ in 
Entr\' 80 of Union List, therefore, ap- 
]died to Union Territories also. AIR 
1966 SC 644, (Reference to Article 372, 
held was iref incuriam), AIR 1968 SC 637, 
Ref. (Paras 11, 12, 15) 

(B) Constitution . of India, Sch. VIT, 
Entry’ 80 — Expression "police foree be- 
longuig to any State” — Expression means 
a police force constituted to function in 
an area. 

The scheme of the Constitution is that 
the Union territories are centrally admin- 
istered and if the words ‘belonging to 
in the expression “Police force belonging 
to any State” in Entry 80 of Union List 
wean belonging to a part of India, the 
expression is equal to a police force con- 
stituted to function in an area. In this 
way the Delhi Police Establishment 
means a police force constituted and 
functioning in the. Union Territory of 
Delhi. Tlie e.xpression ‘belonging to’ 
only conveys the meaning that it is a 
■police force constituted and functioning 
iii one , area which may be authorised to 
function in another area. The change 

from ‘for’ to ‘in’ makes no difference be- 
cause both expressions fit in with the 
meaning of the phrasp ‘belonging to’ in 
the Entry’. (Paras 20 and 21) 

(C) Civil P, C. (1908), Pre. — Inter- 

pretation , of Statutes — Provisions must 
be read as far as possible with a view 
to their validity and not to render them 
invalid. (Para 21) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 

(1968) AIR 1968 SC 637 (Y 55) = 

1965- 2 SCR 103, Kanniyan v. 

I.-T. Officer, Pondicherry 16 

(1966) AIR 1966 SC 644 (K’ 53) = 

1966- 1 SCR 430, Ram Kishore 

■ Sen y. Union of India 16 

A. K. Sen, Senior .Advocate (Mr. B. 
Dalla, Advocate with him), for Appel- 
lant; Mr. Jagdish Swamp, Solicitor Gene- 
ral of India, (M/s. R. L. Mitter and R. N. 
Sachthey’, Ad\ocatcs with him), for Res- 
pondents. 

. The Judgment df the Court was deli- 
vered by 

HIDAYATULLAH. C. J..— On a com- 
plaint, January' 30, 1968 by the Tneome- 
tax Officer (Section X Central) Bombay, 
of the Commission of Offences under 
Sections 409. 477A and 120B read witli 
Section 409 of the Indian Penal Code a 
case was registered iiy the Superinten- 


dent of Police, Special Police Establish- 
ment, New Delhi. Investigation was en- 
trusted to an Inspector under the Esta- 
blishment. It was to be made in Maha- 
rashtra State. The appellant, which is a 
limited company’, called the Management 
of Advance Insurance Company Limited, 
thereupon filed a petition under Arti- 
cle 226 of the Constitution in the High 
Court at Delhi challenging the right of 
the Special Police Establishment to in- 
vestigate the case. This petition was dis- 
posed of on October 18, 1968 by the High 
Court ordering its dismissal. The present 
appeal is by certificate granted by the 
High Court. 

2. Before the High Court many ques- 
tions were mooted. Shortly stated the 
argument is that the Delhi Special Police 
Establishment is not constitutional and 
that it has no jurisdiction to investigate 
the cases in other States. This argument 
has many’ facets which will presently ap- 
pear. Before we . consider them it is 
necessary to say something about the 
original constitution of this Special Police 
Establi-shment. 

3. We are concerned today with the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment Act 
of 1946 (XXV of 1946). This Act suc- 
ceeded two Ordinances which had been 
earlier passed by the Governor-General 
and it had been amended from time to 
time by way of adaptation and modifica- 
tion. It was passed wlien the Govern- 
ment of India Act, 1935 was in force. 
Entry No. 3 of the Provincial Legislative 
List in the 7th Schedule to the Govern- 
ment of India Act, 1935 read ‘‘police in- 
cluding railway’ and village police”. Entry 
39 of the Federal Legislative List was as 
follows: 

‘‘39. Extension of the powers and juris- 
diction of members of a police force be- 
longing to any part of Britisli India to 
any’ area in another Governor's Province 
or Chief Commissioner’s Province, 
but not so as to enable the police of one 
part to exercise powers and jurisdiction 
elsewhere without the consent of the Gov- 
ernment of the Province or (he Clu'ef 
Commissioner as the case may be; exten- 
.sion of the powers and jurisdiction of 
members of a jrolice force belonging to 
any unit to r:n!way areas outside that 
unit.” 

It was. suh-stituted by the India (Provi- 
sional Constitution) Order 1947, as fol- 
lows; 

' ”39. Extension of the powers and juris- 
rliction f)f members of a police force he- 
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longing to any province to any area in 
another province, but not so as to enable 
the police of one province exercise powers 
and jurisdiction in another province with- 
out the consent of the Government of that 
Province; extension of powers and juris- 
diction of members of a police force be- 
longing to any unit to railway areas out- 
side that unit. 

’ In this entry "province” includes a 
Chief Commissioners province.” 

The explanation which was included in 
this last entry was to obviate the impli- 
cation of the definition of a Province in 
Section 46 (3) of the Act which read: 

"In this Act the expression "Proxance" 
means unless the context otherwise re- 
quires, a Governor’s Province, and “Pro- 
vincial” shall be construed accordingly.” 
The implication of the explanation xras to 
apply Entry 39 to the Cliief Commis- 
sioner’s Province in addition to Gover- 
nor’s Province. In this way the jurisdic- 
tion, exercisable under Entr>' 39 was made 
co-extensive again with what was formerly 
Britisli India, which, by Section 311 (1) 
of the Act, meant both kinds of provinces. 
The prior history of the Act may be 
shortly noted. It nas little bearing upon 
the questions in hand. 

4. On July 12, 1943 the Governor- 
General enacted an Ordinance (XXII of 
1943) in exercise of his powers conferred 
by Section 72 of the Government of India 
Act which was continued in the Ninth 
Schedule to the Govemmeni of India Act, 
1933. An emergency had been declared 
owing to, World War II and the jwwers 
ivere exercisable b)’ tlic Gos’emor-Gene- 
ral. Tlie ordinance xvas called the Spe- 
cial Police Establishment (War Depart- 
ment) Ordinance, 1943. It extended to 
tlie whole of British India and came into 
force at once. By Section 2 (4) the Spe- 
cial Police Establishment (War Depart- 
ment) was constituted to exercise through- 
out British' India the power and jurisdic- 
tion exercisable in a province by the mem- 
bers of the police force of that province 
possessing all their powers, duties, privi- 
leges and liabilities. Under Section 4 the 
superintendence of the Special Police 
Establishment (War Department) was 
vested in, the Central Government. It 
was, however, provided b) Section 3 as 
follows: 

."Offences to be investigated bv Special 
Police Establishment: — 

The Central Government may by gene- 
ral or special order sp.-'cify the offences 
or classes of offences committed in con- 
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ncction with Departments of the Central 
Government xvhich are to be investigated 
by the Special Police Establishment (War 
Department), or may direct any parti(m- 
lar offence committed in connection with 
a Department of the Central Govern- 
ment.” 

This ordinance would have lapsed on Sep- 
tember 30, 1946. Before that on Septem- 
ber 25, 1946 another ordinance of the 
same name (No. XXII of 1946) was pro- 
mulgated. This constituted a special 
police force for the Chief Commissioner’s 
province of Delhi for investigation of cer- 
tain offences committed in connection 
with matters concerning departments of 
the Central Government. The scheme of 
tins ordinance was slightly different. 
Under Section 2 Special Police Establish- 
ment was constituted for the Chief Com- 
missioners Province of Delhi for the in- 
vestigation in that province of offences 
notified in Section 3. This was notwith- 
standing the provisions of the Police Act 
of 1861. The Police Establishment had 
throughout the Chief Commissioner’s Pro- 
vince of Delhi in relation to those offen- 
ces the powers, duties, privileges and lia- 
bilities of the rcg^ilar police officers sub- 
j'ect, howevr, to any orders which the Cen- 
tral Coxemment might mabe ,in this be- 
half. Section 3 of the 'new ordinance was 
almost the same as Section 3 of the pre- 
vious ordinance. The onlv changes were 
that .the offences had to be notified and 
tlie power to refer any particular case 
was not repe.ifed. ■ In the 'Ordinance Sec- 
tion 5 provided that the consent of the 
Government of Hhe Govemoi^s Prox'ince 
or of the Chief Commissioner should be 
obtained to the extension' before the 
ponen xvould be exercised. 

5. Ordinance No. XXII of 1946 was 
repealed by the Delhi Police Establish- 
ment Act, 1916 (XXV of 1946) xvhich- re- 
enacted the provisions of the Ordinance. 
This Act was adapted and amended on 
more than one occasion. First came the 
Adaptation of Laws Order 1930, enacted 
under Clause 3 of Article 372 of the Con- 
stitution on January 26, 1950. It, made 
Ixx'o changes. Tlie first xvas throughout 
the Act for the words "Chief Commis- 
sioner’s Province of Delhi” the xvords 
'Stale of Delhi” xvere substituted and for 
the xvord “Provinces” the xvords "Part A 
aad C States” were substihited. Tliis xvas 
merely to^giyc effect to the establishment 

States in, place of provinces under 
the scheme of our Constitution. 

6, Ne.xt came the changes introduced 
by Part B States (Laws) Act, 1931 (Act 
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III of 1951). TJiey n’ere indicated in die 
schedule to that Act. Those changes re- 
moved the words ‘in tlie States’ in the 
long title and the preamble. The pur- 
pose of tliis was to remoi-e reference to 
the States in the phrases “for the exten- 
sion to other areas in the States”. Tlie 
more significant changes came in 1952 by 
the Delhi Special Police Establishment 
(.Amendment) Act 1952 (XXVT of 1952). In 
the long title (after the “Adaptation of 
Laws Order 1950”) the words were: 

"‘An Act to make proin'sion for the con- 
stitution of a special police force for the 
State of Delhi for the investigation of 
certain offences committed in connection 
with matters concerning Departments of 
the Central Government etc.” 

After the amendment the words read: 

“An Act to make proia'sion for the con- 
stitution of a special police force in Delhi 
for the investigation of certain offences 
in Part C States.” 

Similar changes were al-so made in the 
preamble and in Section 3 the reference 
to Departments of Government was also 
deleted. The change from ‘for the State 
of Delhi’ to ‘in Delhi’ was, the subject 
of comment in the High Court. To that 
we shall refer later. 

7. In 1956 the Constitution (Seventli 
Ainendment) Act, 1956 was enacted. Pre- 
viously the Constitution specified the 
States as Parts A, B and C States and 
some territories were specified in Part D 
in the Hirst Schedule. By the amend- 
ment the distinction between Parts A and 
B was abolished. All States (previously 
Part A and B States) weic shown in the 
First Schedule under the heading ‘The 
States’ and Part G States ajid Part D ter- 
ritories were all described as Union Terri- 
tories. Tliereupon an .'\daptation of Iraws 
Order, 1956 was passed and in the Delhi 
Special Police EstablLshment Act 19-16 all 
references to ‘Part C States’ were replac- 
ed by the expression ‘union territory'’. 
.Another significant change made by the 
.Amending Act was to remove from Sec- 
tion 2 the words ‘for the State of Delhi’, 
and all references to offences by the 
words ‘committed in connection with mat- 
ters concerning Departments of the Cen- 
tral Government’ were deleted. The re- 
sulting position in 1956 may thus be stated 
by quoting the i^crtinent sections: 

“Section 2 (1). Notwithstiindhig anything 
in the Police Act, 1S61, the Central Gov- 
ernment may constitute a .special police 
force to be. called the Delhi .Special 
Police Establishment .... for the investi- 


gation of offences notified under Sec- 
tion 3. 

(2) Subject to any orders which the 
Central Government may make in this 
behalf, members of the said police esta- 
blishment shall have throughout in rela- 
tion to the investigation of such offences 
and arrest of persons concerned in such 
offences, all the powers, duties, privileges 
and liabilities which police officers have 
ill connection v'ith the ini-estigation of 
offences committed therein. 

(3) Any member of the said police esta- 
blishment of or above the rank of Sub- 
Inspector ma\', subject to any orders which 
the Central Goicrnment may make in tliis 
behalf, exercise in any of the powers of 
the officcr-in-charge of a police station in 
the area in vLich he is for the time 
being and when so exercising such powers 
shall, subject to any such orders as afore- 
said, be deemed to be an officer-in-charge 
of a police station discharging the func- 
tions of such an officer within the limits 
of his station.” 

“Section 3. The Central Govenunent 
may, by notification in the Official Gazet- 
te, specify the offences or class of offen- 
ces which are to be investigated by the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment.” 

“Section 5 (1). The Central Govenunent 
may by order extend to any area (in- 
cluding Railway areas) the powers and 
jurisdiction of members of the Delhi Spe- 
ciiil Police Establishment for the investi- 
gation of any offences or classes of offen- 
ces specified in a notification under Sec- 
tion 3.” 

“Section 6. Nothing contained in Sec- 
tion 5 shall be deemed to enable any 
member of the Delhi Special Police Esta- 
blishment to c.xercise power.*; and jurisdic- 
tion in any area in (a State not being a 
Union territory or railway area) without 
the consent of the Government of that 
State.” 

The remaining sections need not be quot- 
ed here as they follow the- scheme of the 
earlier ordinances and confer powers, 
jurisdiction etc. equal tf; those of the 
regular police. Those piovisions are not 
in dispute. 

5. After the passing of the 1916 .Act 
a number of notifications .siicccedcd 
which notified the offences which the Spe- 
cial Police Establishment could investi- 
gate. On November 6. 195G (Xalification 
No. 7/5/55-AVD) was issnctl under Sec- 
tion 3 of the .Act of 1916. It enabled the 
.Special Police Establishment to investi- 
gate inter alia offence.s tinder .Sections 409 
and -ITP-.A of the Iinlian Penal Code. .A 
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■mcmoraiitlum (No. DPE/1260/6o54-V) 
dated July 2. 1960 show’s that the Gov- 
ernment of Maharashtra consented to the 
Delhi Special Police Establishment exer- 
cising pow’ers and jurisdiction in the Slate 
of Maharashtra in respect of offences 
mentioned in notifications of the Govern- 
ment of India dated November 6, 1956, 
February’ 12, 1957, June 21, 1937 and 
August 27, 1957. The first notification has 
been referred to already. The remaining 
three notifications were not brought to 
our notice. 

o'. A doubt raised in the High Court 
and before us that the Government of 
Maharashtra had not considered the mat- 
ter or that the consent was not properly 
given, is sufficiently answered by the affi- 
davit of the Under Secretary to the Gov- 
ernment of Maharashtra dated July 18. 
1968 in which it is clearly stated that the 
Chief Minister had considered the matter 
and gi\en his consent and that under the 
Rules of Business he was quite compe- 
tent to do so. No argument has been ad- 
vanced before us which entitles the ap- 
pellant to TO behind the memorandum 
and the affidavit, Tliere is a presumption 
of regularity of official acts and even 
amirt from it, the memorandum and the 
affidavit clearly establish (hat the con- 
sent was gben. 

10. It is, howes’cr, urged that the Gov- 
ernment of India on Febniary 18,’ 1963 
issued another notification (No. 25/12/62- 
AVD-II) which superseded the earlier 
Notification No. 23/7/60-A\TD dated Janu- 
ary 21, 1961. From this it is argued that 
the earlier notification to which consent 
was' given by the Maharashtra Govern- 
ment bad all been revoked and fresh con- 
sent was, therefore, necessary and has not 
Vieen ■purrei. \ti tjut ^^ignierft Vnis is an 
argument of no avail. It is true that if 
Sections 409 and 477-A Indian Pena! 
Code were newly added, consent of the 
Government of Slaharashtra would have 
been necessary’. But the Maharashtra 
Government had on more than one occa- 
sion consented to the investigation in the 
State of Maharashtra of these offences. 
The notifications mentioned those offences 
afresh with some other offences. In so far 
as the newly added offences are concern- 
ed, the argument would have some vali- 
dity but not in respect of offences alreadv 
assented to. We find no force in the 
argument since we consider the new noti- 
fication as merelv restating the old noti- 
fication after including some other nffen- 
tes in the nc-w nntific.vtio.n. 


11, Tin's brings iis to the two main 
arguments. The first is that ' after the 
Constitution (Seventh Amendment) Act 
which removed the description ‘Part C 
States’ from the Constitution and intro- 
duced the expression 'Union Territories’ 
the present Entry 80 of the Union List 
(corresponding to Entry 39 of the Fede- 
ral Legislative List of the Government of 
India Act 19^) cannot be read as enabl- 
ing the power to be exercised in respect 
of a police force belonging to the Union 
Territories such as Delhi. Entry No. 80* 
inav be read here: 

“80. Extension of the powers and juris- 
diction of members of a police force be- 
longing to any State to any area outside 
that State, but not so as to enable 
tiie police of one State to exercise powers 
•md jurisdiction in any area outside that 
Stale without the consent of the Govern- 
ment of the State in which such area is 
situated; extension of the powers and juris- 
diction of m’embers of a police force be- 
longing to any State to railway areas out- 
side tbal State.” > 

12. I’his entry' speaks of a 'polfce 
force belonging to any Slate” and not of 
a police force^belohging to the Union 
Territory. The adaptation of the Delhi 
Special Police, ^ Establishment Act by the 
Adaptation of Laws (No, 3) Orcler, lOM 
by substituting 'Union territories’ in place 
of ‘Part C States', it is said, cut the Act 
adrift from the entry under which the 
pimer could alone be exercised. Tliis 
power is limited in extent, it is argued, 
and 'cannot be used except ns specifically 
c-oiiferred and it applies to a police force 
belonging to a State and not Union ter- 
ritory. . In reply tbe provisions of the 
General Clauses Act. as adapted by Adap- 
tation Order (No. 1) were brouglit to our 
notice. . Section 3 (58) of the -General' 
Clauses Act was adapted to read: 

■JStatc — : ' , 

(a) as -respects any period before the 
cominciicement of the Constitution 
(Seventh Amendment) Act, < 1936, shall 
mean a. Part A Stale, a Part B State or a 
Part C State; and 

(b) as respects any period after such 
commencement, shall mean a State speci- 
fied in the First Schedule to the Consti- 
tution and shall include a Union Terri- 
tory’”. 

Previously the definition read: 

“State shall mean a Part' A Slate, a Part 
B State or a Part C State”. 

This -definition furnishes a complete ans-i 
wer to the dilficulty which is raised since! 
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Entry, 80 must be read so, as to include 
Union Territory. Tlierefore members of 
a’ police force belonging to the Union ter- 
ritory can have their powers and jurisdic- 
tion extended to another State provided 
the Government of that State consents. 
Tlie Bombay State has consented as shown 
above. 

13. Faced witli this complete answer 
the appellants raise the argument that 
the powers of adaptation of the President 
in relation to the General Clauses Act 
came to an end in 1953 and the adapta- 
tion of the General Clauses Act is ineffec- 
tive to give the new meaning of the word 
‘State’ in Entry 80. This argument needs 
some consideration. 

14. Article 367 which followed Arti- 
cle 366 in which the terms qf the Consti- 
tution were expressly defined applied in 
addition the provisions of the General 
Clauses Act for the interpretation of an 
Act of the Legislature of the Dominion 
of India. The Article, howe^'er, said that 
the General Clauses Act might be adapt- 
ed and modified under Aiticle 372. Under 
that article continuance of the laws in 
force in the territory of India immediately 
before tlie commencement^ of the Consti- 
tution was laid down by Clause (1). 
Clause (2) then empowered the President 
to bring the provisions of any such law 
into accord witli the provisions of the 
Constitution by making such adaptations 
and modifications of such laws whether 
by way of repeal or amendment as were 
required and by providing in that order 
the date from which the law subject to 
the adaptation or modification was to 
have effect. The clause furtlier provided 
that ail)' such adaptation or modification 
shall not be questioned in any Court of 
Law. If this jiower had no time limit 
the adaptation of the General Clauses 
Act in 1956 would be covered by Arti- 
cle 372 (2) but the learned Counsel for 
the appellants pointed out that there was 
a lime dimit of 2 years (later e.xtended to 
,3 year-s) in clause (3) (a) of the article 

and that time limit expired in 1953. They 
contended that the definition prior to the 
amendment would only apply. 

15. Tin's argument overlooks the pro- 
vision of a fresh power of adaptation con- 
ferred on the President of India bv Arti- 
cle 372-A which u'as , introduced by the 
Constitution (Seventh Amendment) Act 
1956. That article reads: 

“372.'\. Power of the President to adapt 
laws. 

fl) For the purposes of bringing the 
jirovisions of any law in force in India 


or in any part thereof, immediately before 
the commencement of the Constitution 
(Seventh Amendment) Act, 1956, into ac- 
cord with the provisions of this Constitu- 
tion as amended by that Act, the Presi- 
dent may by order made before the 1st 
day of November, 1957, make such adap- 
tations and modifications of the law, whe- 
ther by way of repeal or amendment, as 
may be necessaiy' or expedient, and pro- 
vide that the law shall, as from such 
date as may be specified in the order, 
have effect subject to the adaptations and 
modifications so made, and any such ad- 
aptation or modification shall not be ques- 
tioned in any Court of Law. 

(2) Nothing in clause (1) shall be deem- 
ed to prevent a competent legislature or 
other competent authority from repealing 
or amending any law adapted or modified 
by the President under the said clause.” 
Tliis conferred a power on the President 
of India to adapt any law in force in India 
by making such adaptations and -nodifi- 
cations, whether by way of repe.tl or 
amendment, as may be necessary and to 
provide that the law so adapted or modi- 
fied shall have effect subject to the adap- 
tations or modifications so made and the 
adaptations and modification shall not be 
questioned. This u'as a fresh power equal 
and analogous to Ardcle 372 (2). There- 
fore, when the President adapted the 
General Clauses Act by giving a new defi-1 
nition of ‘State’ the new definition appro-' 
priate to the puqoose applied to the inter-' 
pretation of the Constitution. The word 
‘State’ in Entry 80 of Union List, there- 
fore, applied to Union Territories aLo. 

16. Befcrcnce is made to Bamkishore 
Sen V. Union of India, 1966-1 SCR 430 
at p. 438= (AIR 1966 SC 641 at p. 618) 
where the reference was to Article 372. 
This was per incuriam as- the proper re- 
ference ought to have been to Article 
372A. It is also argued that the definition 
cannot be read at all the places where 
the word ‘State’ occurs in the Consritu- 
tioii. A number of such articles were 
brought to our notice, one such being 
Article 246 (2). It is contended that in 
that clause at least flic definition cannot 
'be read as including Union Territories 
and, tlierefore, the Cencral Clauses -\ct, 
as amended, cannot be read in Entrv 80 
cither. Tlie arpiment is correct that the 
definition c.annot always be read. But 
the answer is plain. The definitions apply 
unless there is anything repugnant in the 
subject or context. .After the .Seventh 
Amenilmeiit Fndia is a Union of St.ites 
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mentioned separately. Tlierc is thus a this ,t is argued the Special Po ire 

distinction behveen ‘Stales’ and ‘Union Establishm^t did not belong to any State 
territories’ which cannot be lost sight of. or Union Territory. On the other side it 
Wlicn the definition cannot be made ai>- ^ argued that the words belonging to 
plicable owing to the contest or the s-ib- tomey no more than a temtonal nexus, 
ect the word ‘State’ refers to Slates in The polire force belongs to a part of 


the First Schedule only. Such an occa- 
sion arose in T. M. Kanniyan v. Incomc- 
ta.x Officer, Pondicherry, 1968-2 SCR 103 
at p. 103= (AIR 1968 SC 637 at pp. 640, 
641) and Bachawat, J., explained Arti- 
cle 246 by liolding that the definition of 
‘State’ in two parts in the adapted Sec- 
tion 3 (58) of the General Clauses Act was 
repugnant to the subject and conte.vt of 
Article 246. There is nothing in the sub- 
ject or context of Entry 8C of the Union 
List which can be said to exclude the 
application of the clefiuitiou in Section 3 
(53h Indeed the Part C States were ex- 
pressly mentioned in Entry No. 39 of the 
Federal List of the Gosemment of India 
Act, 1935 (after its amendment fn 1947) 
'and thus before the Sesenth Amendment 
the definition of Slate (subject to the sub- 
ject or context) included Part C Slates. 
Tlicreforc, the definition of ‘State’ in Sec- 
tion 3 (58) in the General Glauses Act 
'after the adaptation in 1936 applies and 
includes Union Territories in Entry 80 of 
the Union List. 

17. The last argumept is that the 
Entry' 80 of the Union List speaks of a 
polire force belonging to any State’ and 
tliis phrase was also used in the Govern- 
ment of India Act, 1935 in Entry 39 of 
the Federal Legislatis-e List both before 
and after its amendment in 1947. It is 
argued that in Ordinance XXII of 1946 
llic phrase was ‘for the Cliief Commis- 
sioner’s Province of Delhi’ and it was re- 
peated in Act XXN'^ of 1946 till the phrase 
\\'as changed to ‘for Part C States’. ‘ITius 
the word ‘for tooh the place of the words 
belonging to’ in the Entry.' 'Tlicn came 
the change to .the present phrase ‘a spe- 
cial police force in Delhi.' 

18. , It is pointed out that the Special 
Police Establishment does not belong to 
die Union Territory of Delhi, since thtf 
sui>erintendence of it vests in the (Antral 
Government. It is said that the force 
of the words belonging to’ is not the 
same as that of the word ‘in’. 'Tlierefore 
it is claimed that the Ad is not fn ac- 
cord witli the Entry. 

19. Various meanings of the expres- 
sion-belonging to’ arc suggested in the 


India and it does not liave to belong to 
.1 Provincial Government or a State Gov- 
ernment or Government ol a Union Ter- 
ritory'. 'Hie extension of tlie powers, juris- 
diction etc., of such a force is also in 
another part of India, placin" again an 
emphasis on the territory. This shows 
that the police force of one area operates 
in another area. 


20. Now tlie sclicme of the Constitu- 
tion is that the Union Territories are cen- 
trally administered and if the words ‘be- 
longing to’ mean belonging to a part of 
India, the expression is equal to a police 
force constituted to function in an area, 
In this way the Delhi Police Establish- 
ment means a police force constituted and 
functioning in the Union Territory' of 
Delhi. Previously the same force func- 
tioned in the Chief Commissioner’s Pro- 
\incc of Dellii, then fn Part C State of 
Delhi and now it functions in the Union 
Territory of Delhi. 

21. It Is no doubt trxie that the words 
arc susceptible of the other meaning also 
but so Jong as the XTOrds are capable of 
bearing the meaning we have giren it is 
not necessary to discover another mean- 
ing nnUcr which the whole scheme would 
become void. Provisions of law must be 
read as far as is possible with a view to 
their x-alidity and not to render them 
invalid. In our'iudgment the expression 
belonging to’ only conveys the meaning 
that It is a police force constituted and 
functioning in otic area which may be 
authorised to function in another area. 
■Die diange from ‘for’ to ‘in’ makes no 
cliffcnmce because both expressions fit in 
with the meaning of the phrase belonging 
to in the Entry’, ^^’e see no force in this 
argument also. 

22. 'Die result is that the appeal is 
dm Old of force. It fails and will be dis- 
missed. 'Dicre Mill be no order about 
costs. 

Appeal dismissed. 
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AIR 1970 SUPREME COURT 1133 
(V 57 C 239} 

(From: Kerala) 

M. HID AYATULLAH, C. J.. J. M. 

SHELAT, C. A. VAIDIALINGAM, 

A. GROVER AND A. N. RAY, JJ. 

Tlie Twyford Tea Co. Ltd., and an- 
other, Petitioners v. The State of Kerala 
and another, Respondent.s. 

Writ Petn. Nos. 135-137 of 1969. D/- 
15-1-1970. 

Constitution of India, Article 14 — 
Kerala Plantation (Additional Tax) Act 
(17 of 1960) as amended by Kerala Plan- 
tation (Additional Tax) Amendment Act 
(19 of 1967) — Validity — Act does not 
contravene Ait. 14 — (Per Majority' — 
Shelat and Grover, JJ. contra.) 

(Per majority' — Shelat and Grover, JJ. 
contra): There is a wide range of selection 
and freedom in appraisal not only in the 
objects of taxation and the manner of 
taxation but also in the detennination of 
the rate or rates applicable. 

The burden of pro\-ing discrimination is 
always heavy and hea\-ier still when a 
taxing statute is under attack, and it is 
on' a person complaining of discrimination. 
The burden is proving not possible ‘in- 
equality’ but hostile “unequal” treatment. 
This is more so when uniform taxes are 
levied. Vlien the legislature reasonably 
applies .an uniform rate after equalising 
matters between dh'ersely situated per- 
sons differences in tre.atment must be 
capable of being reasonably e.xplained in 
the light of the object for v/hich the parti- 
cular legislation is undertaken. This must 
be based on some reasonable distinction 
between the cases differentially treated. 
To be able to succeed in the charge of 
discrimination, a person must establish 
conclusively that persons equally cir- 
cumstanced have been tre.ated unequally 
and vice \'ersa. , (Paras. 15, 16, IS) 

The Act, no doubt, deals with seven 
different kinds of pl.antations and imposes 
an uniform rate of Rs. 50/- per hectare 
but it lays down principles on which 
equal tre.atment is ensured. In the c.ase 
of coco.anut, .arecanut, rubber, coffee and 
pepper plantations, plants capable of 
yielding produce are to be counted and 
then the hectares arc determined by' 
di\ading the total number of plants by a 
certain figure. This is intended to equa- 
lise the different pl.antations for piirpose.s 
of taxability'. In the remaining two c.ases 
the extent of land yielding the crop is 

DN/DN /A9SS/70/DHZ/A ~ 
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itself taken as the measure for the tax 
bec.ause it is considered fair and just to 
treat one actual hectare of crop yielding 
pLantation as equal to the other areas 
converted into hect.ares on the basis of 
the number of plants or trees. Differen- 
ces in yield between one plantation and 
another liaving the same crop, no doubt, 
arise from situation, .altitude and rainfall 
but they are not the only factors. The 
law does not single out any jrarticular 
plantation for hostile or unequ.al treat- 
ment. Therefore there is no discrima- 
tion notwithshanding the uniform rate for 
each plantation based on the artual crop 
vielding .area and the .A.ct is v.alid. MR 
1961 SC 552, Rel. on; AIR 1967 SC 1458 
& AIR 1967 SC 1801 & AIR 1969 SC 378, 
Distinguished. (P.ar.as 10, 19) 

C.ases Referred: Chronological Paras 

(1969) AIR 1969 SC 378 (Y 56)= ■ 

(1969) 1 Sej 691, State of Kerala 
V. Haji K. Kutty N.aha IS, 38 

(1967) AIR 1967 SC 1458 (V 54)= 

(1967) 3 SCR 28, State of Andhra 
Pradesh v. Nalla Raja Reddv 12, 31 
(1967) AIR 1967 SC 1801 (V .54)= 

(1967) 2 SCR 679, . New Manek 
Chowk Spinning and IVeaWng 
Mills Co, Ltd, v. Municipal Cor- 
poration of the City of Ahmeda- 
b.ad 13 

(1966) AIR 1966 Ker 165 (V 53)= 

ILR (1965) 2 Ker 619, Essa Ismail 
V. State of Kerala 14, 38 

(1964) AIR 1964 Ker 141 {Y 51)= 

1964 Ker LT 47, Thuttapar Plant- 
ing Co. T.ahsiid.ar Chittur 14, 38 

(1963) AIR 1963 SC 591 (V 50)= 

(1963) 3 SCR 809, Khandige Sham 
Bhat v. .Agricultural Income-tax 
Officer 18, 32 

(1962) AIR 1962 SC 1733 (V 49)= 

(1963) 1 SCR 404, East India 
Tobacco Co. v. State of Andhra 
Pradesh 15, 39 

(1961) AIR 1961 SC .552- (V 48)= 

(1961) 3 SCR 77, Kunnathat 
Thalhunni Monpil Nhiir v. State of 
Kerala 5, 7, 8, 18. 23, 24, 25, 

26, 29, 30, 31, 32, 37, .38 
(1958) AIR 1958 SC .538 (A^ 45)= 

1959 SCR 279. Ram Krishna 
Dalmia v. Justice S. R. Tcndolhar 8 
(19.56) AIR 1956 SC 20 (V 43)= 

1952-2 SCR 887. Puru.shott.am 
Govindji v. B. M. Desai IS 

(1940) 309 US 83= 84 L.aw Ed 590, 
M.-idden v. Kentucky 16 
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The following Judgment of Ilidayal- 
\i!lah, C. J. and Vaidialingam and Ray, 
JJ. was delivered by 

IIIDAYATULLAH, C. J.:-~ These are 
three petitions by Twyford Tea Company 
and one of its <^i^ectors under Art. ^ of 
the Constitution seeking appropriate writ, 
order or direction to declare the Kerala 
Plantation {Additional Tax) Act, 1960 
(Act X\TI of 1960) and the Kerala Plan- 
tation (Additional Tax) Amendment Act, 
1967 (Act XIX of 1967) unconstitutional 
and void. In addition the petitioners ask 
that the notices annexures B, C and D 
demanding payment of the tax he also 
quashed and a sum of Rs. 1,02,106.02 al- 
ready paid as tax to the Kerala Govern- 
ment be ordered to be refunded. They 
further seek a mandamus restraining the 
State of Kerala and Tehsddar Peermade 
from wing the two Acts against the peti- 
tioners. 

2. The petitioner company is incorpo- 
rated in India and the majority of its 
shareholders are Indians. It owns a tea 
estate in Kuttikanam area in (he Peer- 
made hills in Kerala State. The estate 
consists of 1006 hectares equal to 2486 
acres of which 491 hectares equal to 1214 
acres are tea plantations. According to 
the petitioners Peermade hills ore in the 
Western Chats and are dis'ided into two 
main narts. Kuttikanam area roughly So 
sq. miles is situated at an altitude of 3400 
to 3700 ft. and receives 150 to 200 inches 
of rainfall annually. The Periyar valley 
area roughly 60 sq. miles is situated at 
ait altitude of 2800 to 3200 ft and re- 
ceives • 100 to 150 inches rainfall annu- 
ally. The, Periyar valley area is more 
fertile than the Kuttikanam area. Accord- 
ing to (he Petitioners’ statements -M/s. 
Parkins Private Ltd., are the Managing 
Agents of Twyford Tea Company and also 
the Haileyburia Tea Estate. ,The former 
is in Kuttikanam and the latter is Periyar 
area. The extent of produce from these 
two areas is very different. Between the 
\ears 1963 to 19OT Twyford Tea Company 
produced 939 to 1211 kgs. per hectare 
while Hailejburia product 1491 to 1845 
kgs. per hectare. The other tea estates 
disclosed the same differences in produc- 
tion. Examples are given of Fenshuist, 
Karimtharuvi' estates under the same 
management and of Stagbrook and Cheen- 
thalaar and other 'estates. The Tsvyford 
Tea Company’s net profits have decided 
from Rs. 2,28^22 (1963) to Rs. 59,938 
(1967). , Tiie net profits of Twyford Tea 
Company after taxation per hectare rang- 
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ed from Its. 122.00 (1967) ’to Rs. 465.00 
(1963) with loss in 1966, while the profits 
ol Heileyhuria ranged from Rs. fK)9.00 
il963> to Rs. 770 00 (1967) wit!) Jls. 245.00 
in 19^. This difference is attributed to 
the differences in fertility between the 
Kuttikanam and Periyar areiis. 'The peti- 
tioners slate that similar differences exist 
in the Vandiperiyar and Nelliampathy 
areas. The petitioners point out that for 
purposes of excise duty these areas have 
been formed info different zones and dif- 
ferent rates of excise duly are leviable in 
these zones. 

3. Tlie two statutes which are im- 
pugned here imposed a ta.\ on plantations. 
In the Act XVII of 1960 there is a levy of 
''.idditional tax" on plantations. The Act 
came into force on 1-4-1960. "Plantations" 
mean land used for growing seven kinds 
of crops. They are (1) Cocoanut, (2) Are- 
canut, (3) Rubber, (4) Coffee, (5) Tea, 
(6) Cardamom, ,;md (7) Pepper. Section 3 
of Act XVII of lOeO is the charging sec- 
tion. Under that section for each finan- 
cial year a plantation tax addilfond to 
the basic tax charged as land tax under ^ 
the Land Tax„Act, 1955 Is payable at^ 
the rale mentioned in Schedule I of the, 
Act This Schedule states that no tax is' 
p.iyable if the aggregate extent of planta-, 
lions held by a person is below five acres. . 
But if tlic plantations held by a person 
Is o acres or more, a tax of Rs. 8/- per 
acre Is payable with exemption for the 
finl two acres. , For purposes of finding 
Out the extent of the plantations in acres 
held by a person a method of calculation 
is addw in Schedule II. It is not neces- 
sary’ to quote this schedule because it has 
been amended by Act XIX of 1987 and 
that Schedule will be quoted presently.. 
By the Amended Act the name of the tax 
is changed. The word radditional" is re- 
mos-ed in all plares and it Is declared that 
the tax is additional to land revenue or 
any tax in lieu thereof, if any, payable in 
respect of such land. ’The rate of tax is 
altered in Schedule I to Rs. 50/- per hec- 
tare which is payable in respect of plan- ’ 
lations of two hectares or more with an 
exemption for the first hectare. The 
method of calculation of the extent of 
pUmtation in hectares is restated in Sche- 
dule II as follows: 

“Schedule 11. 

For the purposes of the assessment of 
plantation fax payable by a person, (he 
atent of plantations held by him shall 
be deemed to be the aggregate of the fol- 
loxving, expressed in hectares, namely^ — ' i 
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(i) ,the quotient obtained by dividing, 
the total number, of bearing cocoanut 
trees standing on all lands held bv liim 
by. 200; 

(ii) tlm quotient obtained by dividing 
the total number of bearing arecanut 
trees standing on all land.', held by him 
by 1500; 

(iii) the quotient obtained by dividing 
the total number of yield rubber plants 
standing on all lands held by him by 450; 

l.(iv) the quotient obtained by dividing 
the total number of yielding coffee plants 
standing on all lands held by him by 
1500; 

(v) the quotient obtained by dividing 
the total number of yielding pepper vines 
standing on all lands held by him by 
1000 ; '''■ 

(vi) the e.'ctent of lands on which tea 
plants are grown which have begun to 
yield crops; 

(vii) the e.ytent of, lands oh which car- 
damom plants are grown which have be- 
gun to yield crops; 

Provided that where the total extent of 
land held by a person, which is cultivat- 
ed with the aforesaid crops, is less than 
the aggregate calculated a.< above, the ac- 
tual e.xtent alone shall be deemed to be 
the extent' of plantations held by him.” 

4. The petitioners paid tax under the 
old ' Act without objection. They state 
that they did so ‘ without realising their 
rights. They were issued three demands 
for the assessinents years 1960-61 to 1968. 
They had already paid between April 10, 
1961 and October 18, 1968. a sum of 
Rs. 1,02,106.02. It is because of this ad- 
ditional demand arising from tlie increase 
in the rate of tax from' Rs. S/- per acre 
or Rs. 20/- per hectare to Rs. 50/- per 
I'.ectare that they liave challenged the 
constitutionality of the two Acts. 

5. .The contention of the petitioners is 
that there is, no rational . classification of 
plantations; that unequals have been 
treated as equals and that a flat rate im- 
posed upon all the plantations irrespec- 
tive of tlieir, yield is arbitrary. Accord- ' 
ing to them some of tlie iffantations , can- 
not make enough profit to be able to pay 
tax and in their case the tax became con- 
fiscatory. They also complain of discri- 
mination and question the legislative com- 
petency of the Kerala Legislatm-e to im- 
pose plantation tax in the absence of a 
.specific entry in the 7th Schedule to the 
Constitution either in List II or III ena- 
bling tlie Stale Legislature to impose it. 
They also sav that the land tax imposed 
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under the Land Tax Act was siiccessfullv 
challenged before this Court in Kunna- 
that Thathunni Moopil Nair v. State of 
Kerala, (1961) 3 SCR 77= (AIR 1961 SC 
5.52) and the change making it additional 
land revenue imposed an obligation upon 
the State Legislature to make assessment 
on the basis of the produce from the land 
in much the same way as land revenue is 
calculated after taking into account the 
fertility of the soil, its yield and such 
other factors. 

6. Stated simply there are three con- 
tentions. The, first is that the State Legis- 
lature lacks competence to impose Siis 
tax and even if it did have the compe- 
tence it has followed a wrong method 
in imposing additional land revenue with- 
out effecting proper settlement. The next 
contention is that the Act is discrimina- 
lory in that it takes no account of dif- 
ferences in situation, fertility and yield 
between the iflantations belonging to the 
same category. Lastly it is contended 
that it is discriminatory inasmuch as it 
seeks to treat plantations of different 
kinds as if they were equal in all res- 
pects by reducing them to a common 
measure of hectares w’hen it is not pos- 
sible to do so regard being had to the 
different incomes deri\'ed from these 
plantations. We shall take up these 
questions one by one. 

7. The first question is of the compe- 
tence of the State legislature. There is 
no specific entry in the legislative List 
Nos. 2 and 3 in the Seventh Schedule to 
the Constitution. The Land Tax Act 
1955, as amended by the Travancore- 
Cochin Land Tax (Amendment) Act, X of 
1957, was declared unconstitutional in its 
operative sections in K. T. Moopil Nair’s 
case, (1961) 3 SCR 77= (AIR 1961 SC 
552) (supra). Immediately afterwards the 
Kerala Land Tax Act 1961 was passed 
following an Ordinance and that Act is 
now included in the 9th Schedule to the 
Constitution at No. 38 and receives the 
protection of Article 3I-B. The compe- 
tency to impose liuid tax thus is no lon- 
ger open to dispute. The present Act Is 
challenged on the same lines as the for- 
mer Act and the argument is rested upon 
the principles accepted in K. T. .Moopil 
Nairs case, (1961) 3 SCR 77= (AIR 1981 
SC 552) (supra). It is, therefore, neces- 
sary to recall what was decided there. 
Under the Land Tax Act 19.55 all lands 
of whatever description and held under 
whatever tenure were to be charged and 
levied an uniform tax per acre known as 
the basic tax. Section 7 of the Act, how- 
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ever, conferred a power on Government 
to exempt wholly or in part any land 
This Court considered the tax to be dis- 
criminatory because it paid no heed to 
(piaJily or productive capacity of land and 
the tax was also held to be confiscatory 
since owners of unproductive land were 
liable to be eliminated by slow stages. 
The power of exemption was also consi- 
dered unreasonable because it enabled 
Gox'emment to pick and choose lands 
arbitrarily for grant of exemption. The 
lack of classification was considered to 
cre.ate inequality. Sarkar, J., who dis- 
sented held that there was an attempt at 
classification according to areas, and the 
tax was les'ied because land in the Stale 
was held, and not because of its produc- 
tivity. 

8. In dealing with this case the argu- 
ments have been moulded round the ob- 
servations in that case. In support of 
the contention that yield of tea varies 
from estate to estate and district to dist- 
rict (of which figures are already quoted 
in the petition) the Tea Statistics (1967-68) 
complied by tlie Tea Board of India were 
also cited. It is liardly necessary to refer 
to the findings of the Tea Board because 
it may bo assumed without discussion that 
there are differences. It may also be 
conceded that the unifonn tax falls more 
heavily on some plantatcous than on 
others because the profits are widely dis- 
crepant. Blit does th.at involve a discri- 
mination? If the answer be in the affir- 
mative hardly any tax direct or indirect 
would escape tiie same censure for taxes 
touch purses of different lengths and the 
very uniformity of the tax and its equal 
treatment would become its undoing. 
The ricli and the poor pay the same taxes 
irrespective of their incomes in many in- 
stances such as the sales-tax and the pro- 
fession tax etc. It may be remembered 
th.at in K. T. Moopil Nair’s case, (1961) 
G SCR 77= (AIR 1961 SC 552) (supra) 
the majority, accepted the observations of 
S. R. Das, C. J., in Ram Krishna Dalmia 
\. Justice S. R. Tendolkar, 19.59 SCR 279 
at p. 299= (AIR 1958 SC 538 at p. 548) 
to the following.effect; 

"A statute may not make any classifi- 
cation of the persons or things for the 
purpose of applying its provisions but 
ni.ay leave it to the discretion of the Gov- 
ernment to select and classify persons or 
things to whom its pmvisions are to ap^ 
ply. In determining the question of , the 
validity or otherwise of such a statute 
the Court’ will not strike down' the lasv 


out of hand only because no classification 
appears on its face or because a discre- 
tion is given to the Government to make 
the selection or classification but will go 
on to examine and ascertain if the statute 
has laid down any principle or policy for 
the guidance of the exercise of discre- 
tion by the Government in the matter of 
the selection or classification. .After such 
scnitiijy the Court n-ill strike down the 
statute if it does not lay down any prin- 
ciple or policy for guiding the exercise of 
discretion by the Government in the mat- 
ter of selection or classification, on the 
ground that the statute provides for the 
delegation of arbitrary and uncontrolled 
power to the Government so as to enable 
it to discriminate between persons or 
tilings similarly situate and that, therefore, 
the discrimination is inherent in the sta- 
tute itself.” 

We have alwa>s to see what the statute 
does to make for eqtiality of treatment. 

9. The contention here js that there 
is an uniform rate of tax per hectare 
which every owner of a named plantation 


has to pay irrespective of the e.xtent or' 
' i of the produce and, therefore, the 


soluc . , 

law imposes an uniform tax burden on 
unequals. In our opinion this Is a wrong 
way to look at the provisions of the Act. 

10. Tlie Act, no doubt, deals witli 
seven different kinds of plantations - and 
imposes an uniform rate, of Rs. 50/- per 
hectare but it lays down, principles on 
wliich equal treatment is ensured. In 
the casc-of cocoanut, arecanut, nibber, 
coffee and pepper plantations, plants cap- 
able of -yielding produce are to be count- 
ed and then the hectares are determined 
by, dividing the total number of plants 
by a certain figure. Tliis is intended to 
cqiiaffae the different plantations for pur- 


poses of ta.xability. In the remaining! 
Iwn t1-i» ovfAr.)- I.,.,,! 


two cases the extent of land yielding 
crop is itself taken' as the measure for 
the tax because 'it is considered fair and 


just to treat one actual hectare of crop 
yielding plantation as equal to the other 


areas converted into hectares on the 
basis of the number of plants or trees 
Differences in yield betiveon one planta- 
tion and another haw'ng the same crop 
no ^doubt, arise from situation, altitudel 


and rainfall but they are not the only! 
factors. ' niliorvvi«A _ 


. ’ Otherwise how, is it' that the 
same arc.is give different yield in differ-' 
ent years. The respondents have giveni 
the ligures of yield of Glenmari estate con-' 
tiguous to Twyford estate. Tlie produce 
in that estate ranges. from 1427 to 1571 
kilograms per hectare which is almost 
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equal to the estates in Peiiyar area. The 
yield of Cardamom also varies similarly. 
In the Highland Produce Go. Ltd., the 
per acre yield varied from 5770 lbs. in 
1965 to 26,690 lbs. in 1962. In 1961 the 
per acre yield was 91 lbs. and in 1962, 
254 lbs. It is obvious that there are cir- 
cumstances other than situation, rainfall 
eta, whidi have made the yield almost 
Wi times as much. 

11. The legislature thinls that Rs. 507- 
per hectare in the case of Cardamom and 
Tea is reasonable levy and this is equd 
to other plantations, where the crop 
yielding plants and trees has to be con- 
verted into hectares according to a for- 
mida. It is obwous that the legislature 
has made an attempt at equalisation of 
tax burden for different plantations. This 
is not a case where barren lands have 
been subjected to equal tax with produc- 
tive lands. The tax is only levied on crop 
yielding land. In some cases where the 
crop may be scattered over a wide area, 
there is an elaborate mechanism to deter- 
mine the extent of the crop yielding plan- 
tation, The differences which have been 
pointed out may be the result of some 
fortuitous circumstance and even bad 
husbandry. The Cotut cannot regard 
tiie law to be discriminatory on the evi- 
dence produced in the case. 

12. Before we state the principles on 
whidi we have proceeded we may refer 
to a few cases which were also brought 
to our notice. In State of Andhra Pra- 
desh v. Nalla Raja Reddy, (1967) 3 SCR 
28 = (AIR 1967 SC 1458), the Andhra 
Pradesh Land Revenue (Additional As- 
sessment) and Case Revision Act (22 of 
1962) was held to offend Artide 14. That 
Act was passed to bring uniformity in as- 
sessment of Land Revenue in the Telan- 
gana and Andhra areas of the State of 
Andhra Pradesh. An additional assess- 
ment at the rate of 75% of tlie yearly 
assessment was imposed on dry land and 
the total assessment was not to be less 
ftan 50 n. p. per acre. On wet lands the 
additional assessment was to be 100%' 
for lands irrigated from a Government 
source and 50% in the case of other wet 
lands and a minimum total demand was 
dso prescribed. This Act was considered 
to bo discriminator}’’ as tlie minimiun had 
no relation to tlic fertility of land, there 
was no relationship betiveen tlie land and 
tiie ayacut to which it belonged and the 
procedure for determining tlie applicable 
rate was arbitrar}’, , This Court examined 
the matter critioJly and came to the con- 
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dusiori that the assessment was left to 
the arbitrary discretion of an officer with- 
out any opporiunity to question his find- 
ings. This Court compared the proce- 
dure for assessment at proper settlements 
and found that those eqm'table and rea- 
sonable methods of assessment were aban- 
doned. That case is pecuh'ar to itself 
and cannot be called in aid since in this 
case there is a reasonable attempt to 
make the biuden equal. 

13. Two other cases were referred to 
"but they bear upon a different topia In 
New Manek Chowk Spiiming and Weav- 
ing Mills Co. Ltd, v. Murucipal Corpora- 
tion of the City of Ahmedabad, (1967) 2 
SCR 679 = (AIR 1967 SC 1801) and State 
of Kerala v. Haji K Kutty Naha, AIR 
1969 SC 378 the question was one of rat- 
ing. The proposition laid down was that 
taking oiJy the floor area of a building 
as the basis for determination of the tax 
was an arbitrary method when building 
must have different rental values depend- 
ing upon the nature of the construction, 
the land of building and thepurpose for 
which they can be used. These were 
held vital considerations in the rating of 
buildings and could not be ignored. These 
cases were decided on different principles 
and no analogy can be found merely be- 
cause equal tax was imposed in diverse 
conditions. 

14. As against these cases the other 
side relies upon Thuttampar Planting Co. 
v. Tahsildar, Chittur, 1964 Ker LT 47 = 
(AIR 1964 Ker 141) and Essa Ismail v. 
State of Kerala, ILR (1965) Ker 619 = 
(AIR 1966 Ker 165) where this tax was 
upheld. In the second of these cases it 
was held that the tax was not related to 
the productivity of the land but to its 
user and the method of calculation was 
formd to be fair and equitable. 

15. We may now state the principles 
on which the present case must he decid- 
ed. These principles have been stated 
earlier but are often ignored when the 
question of lire application of Article 14 
arises. One principle on which our Courts 
{as indeed the Supreme Court in llie Uni- 
ted States) have always acted, is no- 
where better stated than by Willis in his 
"Constitutional Law” page 5S7. This is 
how he put it: 

"A State does not have to tax cver/- 
thing in order to tax something. It is 
allowed to pick and choose districts, ob- 
jects, persons, methods and even rales 
for taxation if it docs so reasonably .... 
The Supreme Court has been practical 
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and has permitted a very wide latitude ia 
classification for taxation." 

This prindple was approved by this Court 
in East tedi'an Tobacco Co. v. Stale of 
Andhra Pr^esh (1963) 1 SCR 404 
at p. 410= (AIR 1962 SC 1733 at 
p. 1733). Applying it, the Court obser%’ed: 

“If a State can validly pick and choose 
one commodity for taxation and that Is 
not open to attack under Article 14, ttie 
same result must follow when the State 
picks out one category of goods and sub- 
jects it to taxation." 

This indicates a \wde range of selection 
and freedom in apparaisal not only In the 
objects of taxation and the manner of 
taxation but also in the determination of 
the rale or rates applicable. If produc- 
tion must always be taken into account 
there will have to be a settlement for 
every year and the tax would become a 
kind of income-tax. 

18. The next principle is that the bur^ 
den of proving discrimination is always 
heavy and header still when a taxing sta- 
tute is under attack. This was also ob- 
served in the same case of this Court at 
jKige 411 (of SCR) = (at p. 1735 of AIR) 
approving the dictum of the Supreme 
Court of the United States In hladaen v. 
Kentucky, (1940) 309 US 83= 84 Law 
Ed 590: 

"In taxation even more than in oflier 
fields, Legislatures possess the greatest 
freedom in classification. The burden is 
on the one attacking the legislative ar- 
rangement to negative every conceivable 
basis which might support it.” 

As Rottschaefer said in his Constitutional 
I.aw at p, C68: 

"‘A statute providing for the assessment 
of one type of intangible at Its actual 
value while other intangibles are assessed 
at their face value does not deny equal 
protection even when both are subject to 
the same rate of tax’. The decisions of 
the Supreme Court in this field have per- 
mitted a State Legislature to exercise ’an 
extremely wide discretion' in classifying 
property for tax purposes *so long as it 
refrainra from dear and hostile discrimi- 
nation against particular persons or class- 
es’.” (Emphasis (here in ‘ *) nddedX 

The burden is on a person complaining of 
discrimination. The burden is proving 
not possible ‘inequality! but hostile ‘un- 
equal’ treatment This is more so irben 
uniform taxes are levied. \ It is not prov- 
ed to us how the different^plantations can 
be said to be 71051361/ or unequally’ treat- 
ed. A uniform wheel tax on cars d oes 


not take into account the value of the 
car, the mileage it runs, ■or in the case of 
taxis, the profits it makes and the miles 
per gallon it delivers. An Ambassador 
and a Fiat taxi give different out- 
turns in terms of money and mileage. 
Cinemas pay the same show fee. We dO 
not take a doctrfnnaire view of equality. 
The Legislature has obviously thought of 
equalising the tax through a method 
vmich is inherent in the tax scheme. 
Nothing has been said to show that there 
is inequality much less TjostUe treatment^. 
All that is said is that the State must de- 
monstrate equah’ty. That is not the ap- 
proarh. At this rate nothing can ever Be 
proved to be equal to another. 

17. There is no basis even for count- 
ing one tree as equal to another. Even 
in a thirty years* settlement, the picture 
may change the very next year for some 
reason but the tax as laid continues. 
Siwai income is brought to land revenue 
on the basis of number of trees but not 
on the basis of the produce. This is 
worked out on an average income per 
tree and not on the basis of the yida ^ 
any particular tree or trees. 

18. What is meant by the power td 
dassify withorit unreasonably discrimi- 
nating between persons similar^ situat- 
ed, has been stated in several otner cases 
of this Court The same applies when 
the legislature reasonably applies a 
nnifonn rate after equalising matters be- 
tween diversely situated persons. Simply] 
stated the law is this: Differences 

treatment must be capable of being r 

sonably explained in the light of the ob- 
ject for which the particular legislation is 
undertaken. ‘This must be based on some 
reasonable distinction between the cases 
differentially treated. When differential 
treatment is not reasonably explain^ and 
justified the treatment is dfacriminatory. 
If different subjects are equally treated 
there must be some basis on which the 
differences have been equalis^ otherwise 
discrimination will be found. To be ^le 
to succeed in the charge of discrimina- 
tiOD, a person must establish concIusTve* 
ly that persons equally circumstanced 
have been treated unequally and vice 
versa. However, in Khanclige Sham Bha6 
v. AstnciiltuTal Income-tax OiBcer. ^19^ 
8 SCR 809 at p. 817 = (AIR 1963 SC 591 
at j>. 594) it was observed: 

If there Is equality and unffonnffy 
vritUo ea^ group, the kw wil! not bo 
condemned as discriminative, tbou^ duo 
to some fortuitous drcmnstance arising 
out of a peculiar situation some Included 
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in a class get an advantage over others, 
so long as they are not singled out for 
special treatment Taxation law is not an 
excepKon to this doctrine: vide Purshot- 
tpTn Govindji Halai v, Shree B. N. Desai, 
1955-2 SCR 887 = {AIR 1956 SC 20) 
and (1961) 3 SCR 77 = (AIR 1961 SC 
552). But in the application of die princi- 
ples, the courts, in view of the inherent 
complexity of fecal adjustment of diverse 
elements, permit a larger discretion to 
the legislature in the matter of classifica- 
tion, so long it adheres to the fundamen- 
tal principles imderlying the said doc- 
trine. The power of the Legislature to 
classify is of “wide range and flexibility*’ 
so that it can adjust its system of taxation 
in all proper and reason^le ways.” 

19. Taking these principles into consi- 
1 'deration we are satisfied that the law 

does not single out any particular planta- 
tion for hostile or unequal treatment In 
fact it is nowhere proved in this 
case that tea has been discriminated 
against deh’berately. As between differ- 
ent tea gardens, it is not possible to say 
that the difference in the yield is enti- 
rely due to natural circumstances and no 
other cause. It is, therefore, not possible 
to say that there is discrimination not- 
vntlistanding the uniform rate for each 
plantation based on the actual crop yield- 
ing area- 

20. The petitions must therefore faff. 
They \vill be dismissed with costs. 

21. SHELAT, J. (On behalf of himself 
and Grover, J.): Petitioner No. 1, a 
public limited company, of which the 
second petitioner is a shareholder, owns 
the Twyford Estates situate in Kuttika- 
nam area in Kerala State. The estate is 
a tea plantation admeasuring 1006 hecta- 
res (2486 acres), out of which 491 hecta- 
res (1214 acres) have tea plants. In these 
petitions, the petitioners challenge the 
constitutional vah'dity of the Kerala 
Plantations (Additional Tax) Act, XVII of 
1960, as amended by the Kerala Planta- 
tions (Additional Tax) Amendment Act, 
XIX of 1967 (hereinafter referred to as 
the Act). Tlie challenge is on the ground 
that the Act riolates the petitioners* gua- 
ranteed rights under Articles 14, 19 (1) {£) 
and (g) and 31 (1). 

22. Before %ve set out the facts and 
the contentions based thereon, it is neces- 
sary to redte briefly tlie history of tho 
legislation pertaining to land taxation in 
the State. 

23. In 1955, the Legislature of tho 
then State of Tra\'ancoie Cochin passed 


the Travancore-Cochin Land Tax Act, XV 
of 1955 which by Sections 4 and 5 im- 
posed in respect of all lands, of whatever 
description and tenure a rmiform rate 
to be called the basic tax at the rate of 
8 pies per cent per armiun in lien of any 
existing tax in respect of the said land. 
With tire formation of the present State 
of Kerala under the reorganisation of 
States, the State Legislature passed the 
Travancore-Cochin Land Tax (Amend- 
ment) Act, X of 1957 by which tlie ex- 
pressions “the JState of Kerala” and “the 
Land Tax Act” were substituted for the 
words “the State of Tra\’ancore-Cochin" 
and “the Travancore-Cochin Land Tax 
Act” respectively. The amendment Act 
also added a new section. Section 5A, 
which inter alia, provided for provisional 
assessment of the basic tax for lands so 
far not surveyed- Tlie constitutional 
validity of Act XV of 1955, as amended 
by Act X of 1957, was challenged in this 
Court in (1961) 8 SCR 77 = (AIR 1961 
SC 552). The Act was struck down by 
this Court, inter aha, on the ground of 
its being violative of Articles 14 and 19 
(1) (f). The judgment of this Court 
striking down the Act was pronounced 
on December 9, 1960. 

24. Before the case of Moopil Nair 
(1961) 8 SCR 77 = (AIR 1961 SC 552) 
was decided, the Kerala Legislature pass- 
ed the impugned Act, X\TI of 1960, 
w'hich on receiving the Governors 
assent, was pubhshed in tlie Gazette, 
Extraordinary of August 24, 1960. Sec- 
tion 2 (6) of the Act defined a “planta- 
tion” to mean land used for growing one 
or more of the seven categories of trees 
or plants set out therein, category 5 there- 
of being tea plants. Thus, the land used 
for growing any trees, plants or crops 
other than these seven categories is not 
subject to the additional tax under the 
Act. Section 3 provides that there shall 
be charged, in respect of the lands com- 
prised in plantations held by a person, 
an additional tax or plantation tax at the 
rate specifled in Schedule I and the per- 
son holding sucli plantation shall be lia- 
ble to pay the plantation tax. Schedule 
I to the Act lays do%vn that the addition- 
al tax would not be payable if tlie ag- 
gregate extent of the plantation held by 
n person is below 5 acres. But if it is 
5 acres or more, the first two acres there- 
of would be exempt from tlie tax and 
the remainder would be chargeable at 
the rate of Rs. 8 per acre. Sub-section 
(4) of Section 3 prmndes that for pnr- 
Xioses of the assessment of plantation tax 
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payable by a person under this Act the 
^ent of plantation held by him shall 
be determined in the manner specified 
in Schedule H. Section S (5) declares 
that the tax charged under this section 
shall be in addition to the basic tax 
payable under the Land Tax Act 1955. 
Sections 4 and 5 deal with the returns 
relating to the plantations, the determi- 
nation of the extent of plantation and the 
assessment of the tax. The rest of the 
provisions of the Act provide for sudi 
subjects as the provisional assessment 
notice of demand, appeal and revision 
against assessment orders, recovery of 
file ^ar, refund etc. Schedule II provides 
that the extent of plantation held by a 
person shall be deemed to be the a gg p- 
gate of following espiessed In acres, 
namely^— 

(i) the quotient obtained By dividing 
file total number of bearing cocoanut 
trees standing on all lands had by him 
by 85: 

(u) the quotient obtained by dividing 
the total number of bearing arecanut 
trees standing on all lands held by him 
by 600; 

(ill) the quotient obtained by dividing 
the tot^ number of yielding rubber 

E lants standing on all lands held by him 
y ISO; 

(iv) &e quotient obtained by dividing 
the total number of gelding coffee plants 
standing on all lands held by him by 
600; 

(v) fiia quotient obtained by dividing 
the total number of juelding p^iper vines 
s tandin g on sU lands held by him by 
400; 

the extent of lands on which tea 
plants are grown which have begun to 
yield crops; and 

(vil) the extent of lands on 'Whldi 
cardamom plants are grown which have 
begun to yield crops. 

Provided that where file total extenC 
of land held by a person, which is culti- 
vated with the aforesaid crops, Is less 
than the aggregate calculated os aboNe, 
the actual extent alone shall be deemed 
to be the extent of plantations held by 
him. Though the Schedule lays down 
different quotients in respect of lands 
cultivated with cocoanut and arecanut 
trees, rubber and coffee plants and pep- 
per vines, they cannot achieve equality 
of file burden of the tax as >icld5 of even 
the same crop cannot bo equal or ap- 
proximately espial by reason of diffcreii- 
ces tn the lands in one area f rom thoso 


in other areas depending on their soil, 
sibiaticm and a number of other such 
factors. Furthermore, no explanation is 
forfiicoming about the principle, if any, 
on which the quotient for each of the 
said categories was fixed and whether 
they inter se work otrt reasonable equality 
among tho plantations cultivating the 
said trees and plants. If. the case of 
lea plants, toe holder is liable to pay tax 
on the extent of lands on which they are 
grown iiT^ective of the number of tea 
plants which are or can be mown, theie 
quality or their possible yield. 


25. The Act was amended, as afore- 
said, by Act XiX of 1967 by which fiiQ 
expression 'additional tax' was substitu- 
tea by the word ‘tax', and in Section 4 
instead of the measure for charging the 
tax being 5 acres or more, toe measure 
DOW adopted was 2 hectares and more. 
The two new Schedules, which were sub- 
stitiited for those in Act of 1960 
provided by Schedule 1 that no tax would 
be payable if the aggregate extent of 
plantation was below 2 hectares, but 
where it is 2 hectares or more, there 
would be DO tax on toe first one hectare 
but toe rest of the land would be tax- 
ed at Its. 50 per hectare. With toe sub- 
stitution of hectare as tho measure in 
place of acre, the quotients were suitably 
modified in proportion of a hectare be- 
ing equal to 2.475 acres. Thus, under 
toe Act, as amended by Act XIX of 1967, 
.a bolder of land, whose l^d Is planta- 
tion, is now required to pay Ks. 50 per 
hectare instead of Bs. 20 per hectare 
over and above the basic tar payable by 
him rader the Land Tax Act, 1955, as 
amended in 1957. Tho petitioner-com- 
pany thus is liable to pay Rs. 24,500/- as 
addib’onal tax on its 491 hectares culti- 
vated for tea plants over and above the 
basic to payable by It It will, be noti- 
ced that notwithstanding the reasons on 
whidi to Moopil Nair's decision (1961) 3 
SC 552) the Land 
Tax Act XV of 1955 was strode do^vn, 
no changes in the fight ol that decisfon 
were made in Act XVII of 1900 even 
when it was amended in 1967. 

consequences of Act XV of 
^ been struck down as afore- 
said, toe Lerala Legislature passed a new 
Act called the Kerala Land Tax Act, 
Xin of 1901, giving it a retrospective ef- 
fect by Section 1 (3) thereof. The Act 
was obviously passed in the light of too 
observations made by this Court in 
Moopil Nail's case, (1901) 3 SCR 77 « 
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(AIR 1961 SC 552). Section 5 provided 
that there shall be charged a tax called 
“basic tax” on all lands of whatever des- 
cription and tenure. Sub-section (3) of 
that section provided that the basic tax 
so charged shall be deemed to be public 
revenue due on lands within the mean- 
ing of the Revenue Recovery Act. Sec- 
tion 6 (1) laid down the rate of the basic 
tax. The basic tax was first fixed at Rs. 2 
per acre per annum, but subsequently 
changed to Rs. 4.94 P. per hectare. Sec- 
tion 6 (2) provided that notwithstanding 
anything contained in sub-section (1), 
where a land-holder liable to pay basic 
tax proved to the satisfaction of the pre- 
scribed authority that the gross income 
&om any land was less than Rs. 10 per 
acre per annum (now changed to Rupees 
24.70 P. per hectare), the basic tax pay- 
able on such land shall be at a rate Sxed 
by the prescribed authority calculated at 
l/5th or the gross income from such land. 
The second proviso to sub-section (2) 
laid down that the Government may, 
having regard to the potential producti- 
vity of any land used principally for 
growing cocoanut, arecanut, pepper, tea, 
coffee, rubber, cardamom, or cashew or 
any other special crop, plant or tea that 
might be specified by the Government 
by notification, levy and collect basic tax 
at the rate of two rupees per acre per 
annum on such land notwithstanding the 
fact that such crops, plants or trees have 
not begun to yield or bear and that for 
the time being no income is made from 
the land or that the income made is less 
than ten rupees per acre per annum. Ex- 
planation (i) to S. 6 laid down that for 
the purpose of S. 6 gross income shall 
mean the actual gross income or the gross 
income that would be made from the 
land with due dih'gence, whichever was 
higher. Thus, S. 6(2), the second proviso 
thereto and Explanations 1 and 8 to the 
section dearly disdose that this time the 
Legislature taxed the land on the stan- 
dard of potential producb'vity instead of 
the ad hoc levy originally provided in 
llie Act of 1955 and also removed the ob- 
iecb'on as to the absence of any remedy 
against assessment by providing, apped 
and revision, Tlie position, therefore, is 
tlial whereas under the Kerala Land Tax 
Act, XrH of 1981, as amended in 1963 
and 1969, the basic or land tax is lewed 
.on the basisof potential productivity and 
>aeld, die tax as imposed by die impugn- 
ed Act as a tax in addition to the b.asic 
tax is a uniform tax at a flat rate without 


any regard to the productivity of tho 
land, potential or actual. 

27. According to the petitioners. Peer- 
made HiUs, where their estate is situate, 
falls rou^y into two areas, the Kuttika- 
nam area and the Periyar valley area. 
Though both these areas are situate in 
high ranges, they differ in the extent of 
their productivity and quality the reason 
being that the Periyar valley area is the 
basin of Periyar river. The difference in 
the fertility and the quaHty of soil in 
diese two areas is sought to be illustrated 
by showing that Twyford estate situate in 
Kuttikaram area and Haileyburia estate 
situate in Periyar valley area, thou^ 
under common management, give differ- 
ent average yields. The average yield in 
1967 per hectare in Twyford estate was 
959 Kgs. while that of Haileyburia estate 
was 1542 Kgs. To show such differences 
also in other areas in the State and else- 
where the petitioners have furnished vari- 
ous statistics. These statistics first show 
that the average annual yield per hec- 
tare in the tea-growing areas in Madras, 
Mysore and Kerala for the year 1967 was 
1394, 1178 and 1076 Kk, respectively. 
The all-India average yield accordmg to 
these figures was 1100 Kgs. per hectare 
per year. The average of tea production 
per hectare in Kerala State thus compares 
favourably with that of the other tea 
growing regions as also with the aU-India 
average. Therefore, the tea planters in 
Kerala cannot be said to be backward or 
less forward-looking or less venturesome 
than those in the other regions. Second- 
ly, these figures also show that the aver- 
age yield in the different districts in 
Kerala itself varies from district to ebs- 
trict ranging from about 850 K^. for the 
district of Ernakulam to as much as 1850 
Kgs. for Trichur district. The production 
figure for the whole of the Kerala Slate 
appears to have remained steady through- 
out 1965 to 1967 as it varies fiom about 
43000 Kgs. to 44000 Kgs. These figures 
indicate that different areas in the State 
where tea is grown differ in a very large 
way in productivity and fertility. These 
figures arc taken from tlie Reports of the 
Tea Board, and tlierefore, can be safely 
regarded as reh'able. 

28, In the counter-alBdavat filed by 
the State these differences, no doubt, ere 
not admitted. To show that such dif- 
ferences do not exist only tlio example of 
one estate, Glcnmari near Kuttikanam, is 
taken. It is urged that that estate has 
a larger production , per hectare than the 
petitioners’ estate tlrough both happen to 
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be situate in the same area. The respon- 
dents, however, have frankly conceded 
that the fertility of the land and the dif- 
ference in productivity of estates in dif- 
ferent areas are not relevant, for, the 
impugned tax is levied with reference to 
the specified user to which the land is 
put and not to its productivity, potential 
or actuah 

29. Coxmsel for the petitionerj cott- 
tended that tiie tax charged under the 
Act is discriminatory and arbitrary, and 
therefore, violates Article 14- The argu- 
ment was that the tax, being on ad hoc 
levy uniformly impost merely on the 
basis of the use of the land for any oue 
Or more of die seven kinds of trees and 
plants select^ by Section 2 (6) of the 
Act without any classification and with- 
out any consideration to the situa- 
tion, the kind of land, its potential 
productivity, water^pply, natural or arti- 
ficial, and geographical features, falls un- 
equally on the holders of the land. It 
was submitted that this inequality arises 
as a result of the absence of any ratiunal 
classification, and the Act, for that rea- 
son, suffen from the same infirmity for 
which in the Moopfl Nair’s cose, (1961) 
8 SCR 77 s= (AIR 1961 SC 552) this 
Court struck do%vn the Travancore>Cochin 
Land Tax Act, 1955, as amended Iry Act 
X of 1957. The coritentioo urged, on the 
other band, on behalf of the State was 
that by selecting the so'en kinds of planta- 
tions in Section 2 (6). the LetusUture has 
made an intelligible classification amongst 
holders of lan^ that that classificuHon 
has a ressoaable nexus with the object 
of the Act; namely, to obtain additional 
revenue by imposing tax in addition to 
the basic tax, that the Legislature in the 
matter of taxation has a wide discretioa 
in selecting persons and prope rti es for 
taposing a tax, that in exercise of Its 
power to tax, it was entitled to levy the 
tax based on certain kinds of user oil 
land and was not bound to make a fur- 
ther classification of the land according 
to its potential productisnty. Its situation. 
Its geographical features, income nni} 
other such considerations. 

so. Before we examine these conten- 
tions we think it expedient to consider 
first the principles laid down by this 
Court in the matter of the power to levy 
taxes of the kind we have before us. In 
MoopQ Nairs case, (1961) S SCR 77 = 
(AIR 1961 SC 552) this , Court laid 
down the following principles; (1) 
that Article 14 read with Arti- 
\ 


de 13 (2) applies to a taxing statute as' 
much as to other statutes, and thwefore, 
if the impugned statute, even though a- 
taxing one, violates Article 14, it has to- 
be struck down as unconstitutional; (2)' 
that the statute there impugned, namely, 
the Travancore-Cochin Lmid Tax Act, 
1^5, as amended by Act X of 1957, hn-- 
posed a uniform tax on all lands, whe- 
ther productive or not, and without any' 
reference to their income, actual or poten— 
tid. (3) that since the Act in terms claim- 
ed by Section 3 thereof to be a general 
revenue settlement of the Slate, the tax 
being one on land or land revenue had 
to be assessed and levied on the actual 
or potential productivity of tie land 
sou^t to be taxed: in other words such a 
lax has reference to the income actually 
made or which could have been made 
with due regard to its inddence. and (4) 
that the inequality writ large on the Act 
arose by reason of the absence of any 
classification of the land on which the 
tax was imposed. The argument which 
appears to nave appealed to the learned 
di^enting Judge that the Act made a 
dIassilicatioD between holders of land b> 
cording to the quantum of land held by 
them and that that classification was 
reasonably linked with the ob}ect of the 
Act to raise revenue for the State, fail- 
ed to receive the opproval of the rest of 
the Court The fact that a person holds 
a Urge area of land and is taxed accord- 
ing to the area be holds caimot by Itself 
mean that in taxing him he is meted onf 
equal treatment as compared to a person 
who holds Q lesser quantity of Innd but 
of a better and more productive quality, 
merely on the ground that both hold 
land and are taxed according to the quan- 
tity each of them holds. A uniform tax 
without consideration of Its inddence, 
wbro actually implemented must rrault 
In inequality of treatment amongst per- 
sons similarly situated, and theretore, 
would be vifdative of Article 14, 

8L In (1967) S SCR 28 = (AIR 3957 
SC 1458) the relevant facts were as fol- 
lows: Originally two different revenue 
systems prevailed in Andhra and Telen- 
gana. In the former, the prindpies of 
Ryotwari system pre\'ailed which meant 
that lands were classified under two prin- 
dpal heads, wet and dry. Lands of 
similar grain values were bracketed to- 
other in orders called “tarams". each 
with its own rate of assessment, which 
was further adjusted in the case of dry 
Unds with reference to the nature and 
quabty of water supply. This system 
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prevailed since times immemorial and by 
reason of its being equitable had general 
approval. In Telengana, tbe relative 
sc^e of soils was dassified in terms of 
annas. The existing or former rates used 
to be taken as the basis for the pmpose 
of resettlements and were adjusted hav- 
ing regard to altered conditions, such as 
the rise and fall of prices, increase in 
population etc. Besides, the settlement 
ofiScers used to fix the rates after ascer- 
taining what profit would be left to the 
cultivators. Thus, under the system of 
assessment which prevailed in both the 
areas, the land revenue fixed varied ac- 
cording to the dassification of soil based 
upon productivity. Later, the Andhra 
Pradesh Land Revenue Assessment (Stan- 
dardisation) Act, 1952 and the Hyderabad 
Land Revenue (Special Assessment) Act, 
1952 were passed to standardise the rates 
on . the basis of price level. These two 
Acts increased the rates by way of sur- 
•charge on the existing rates. In 1958, 
the State Government appointed a Cora- 
mittee' to examine the existing system of 
rates of assessment The Committee 

inter alia suggested that assessment 

should be based on the quality and pro- 
duedvity of soils, the nature of water 
supply and the prices. The State Legis- 
lature then passed the impugned Act; 
Andhra Pradesh Land Revenue (Addi- 
tional Assessment) and Cess Revision Act, 
XXU of 1962, which was amended by 
Act X?Qn of 1962. Under Sections 3 and 
4 of the Act as amended, a new scheme 
was laid down in accordance ■with which 
an additional assessment at 75% of the 
earlier assessment was charged. But tho 
proviso thereto laid do^vn that the total 
assessment should not in any case be less 
than 50 nP. per acre per year, irrespec- 
tive of the quality and productivity of 
the sod. Every acre of dry land had 
thus to bear a minimum assessment of 
50 nP, per acre per year. For wet lands 
also, a scheme was adopted which took 
no account of the quality and producti- 
■vity, of die soil. The Act was challenged 
on the ground of discrimination arising 
from tlie absence of classification as in 
tlie case of Moopil Nair, (1961) 3 SCR 77 
= (AIR 1961 SC 552). In considering 
the challenge tlie Court observed: 

"A statutory prmision may offend Arti- 
cle 14 of the Constihition both by find- 
ing differences where there are none and 
by making no difference where tlicre is 
one. Dedded cases laid dowm two tests 
to ascertain whether a dassification is 
permissible or not, viz., (i) the dassiRca- 


tion must be founded on an intelligible 
differentia which distinguishes persons or 
things that are grouped together from 
others left out of the group; and (ii) tliat 
the differentia must have a rational rela- 
tion to the object sought to be achieved 
by the statute in question. The said prin- 
ciples have bv.en apphed by tlus Court 
to taxing statutes. This Court in (1961) 
8 SCR 77 = (AIR 1961 SC 552) held that 
the Travancore-Cochin Land Tax Ad^ 
1955, infringed Artide 14 of the Consti- 
tution, as it obliged every person who 
held land to pay the tax at the flat rate 
prescribed, whether or not he made any 
income out of the property, or whether 
or not the property was capable of yield- 
ing any income. It was pointed out that 
that was one of the cases where the lade 
of dassification created inequality.” 

The Court observed that in the case be- 
fore it the whole scheme of ryotwari 
system was given up so far as the mini- 
mum rate was concerned. A flat rate 
was fixed ha the case of dry lands with- 
out any reference to the quality or ferti- 
h'ty of the soil, and in the case of wet 
lands, a mim'mum rate was fixed and it 
was sought to be justified by correlating 
it to the ayacut. The Court held tliat 
that scheme of dassification was adopted 
without any reasonable relation to the 
objects sought to be achieved, namely, 
fixation and rationalisation of rates, and 
therefore, dearly offended the equal pro- 
tection dause. 

32. In (1963) 3 SCR 809 at p. 817 = 
(AIR 1963 SC 591 at p. 594) the court re- 
affirmed the prindples laid down in 
Moopil Nair’s case, (1961) 3 SCR 77 = 
(AIR 1961 SC 552) and observed with re- 
gard to the provisions there impugned: 

“Tn order to judge whether a law was 
discriminatory what had primarily to be 
looked into was not its phraseology but 
its real effect. If there was equality and 
uniformity within each group, the law 
could not be discriminator>', tliough due 
to fortuitous circumstances in a peculiar 
situation some induded in a dass might 
get some advantage over others, so long 
as they were not sought out for spedd 
treatment Although taxation laws could 
be no exception to this nrle, the courts 
would, in dew of the inherent comple- 
xity of flscal adjustment of diverse ele- 
ments permit a larger discretion to tlie 
Ixigislature in the uialfer of dassification 
so long as there was no transgression of 
the fundamental principles underlying the 
doctrine of dassification. Tlie power of 
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the Le^Iatnre to dasslf^ inust nece^ 
sarily be wMe and fleifbfe ^ as to ca^ 
able it to adjust its system of taxation idl 
an proper and reasonable svays." 

83. The principle emei ^ g from these 
dedsions is thus fairly well settled. TOifle 
granting a fairly wide dlscretian to the 
fegislatare in tiie matter of fiscal adjust; 
menh the Court will at the same time 
insist that the statute in question, lika 
any oflier statute, should not infringe Arti- 
cle 14 either by introdndng tmreasonablo 
or irrational tiassificab'on between pe^ 
sons or pr o perties similarly situated or 
by a lack of classification. Further, faf 
eramming the objection under Article 14 
file Court has not to go by the phraseo- 
logy only of file provision under dial- 
lenge, its real impact on persons or 
propertiei, 

84. The challenge urged on behalf of 

the petitioners may now be examined ni 
the li^t of these prindples. Bofii the 
title and fiie preamble of Act XVH of 
1960 in dear terms call the tax oee fa 
addition, as Section 3 (5) declares it. to 
be the basic tax, payable on lands falling 
under its purvieNV, L plantations, as 
defined by SMtion 3 (6). A plantafioo, 
as defined by Section 3 ((^, means the 
land used for any one or more of the 
seven types of trees and plants set oat 
herein. The tax is fims chargeable in 
respect of lands which are plantations 
sad not the rest of the lands however 
nmch their income may be. Apart from 
that, as stated in the State’s counter-oS- 
davl^ the tax is unposed ou the groond 
of the particular use to which the land 
is put and not On the basis of its produo- 
tivity or income, actual or potential Ibis 
fa it is a tax in addition to 

the basis or land ta x le vied under the 
Kerala Land Tax Act XTTi of 1961 and al- 
though that basic tax under Section' 6 of 
that Act depends upon the gross income 
yielded by tho particular land. It is true 
that under the second proviso to that seo 
tion, if the land is us^ for grosvmg any 
of the crops therein mention^ the Gov- 
ernment can ImTOse, having regard to 
its potential productivity, the basic tax 
at pGr. 2/- per acre, e\’en though the land 
has not yet began to yield or bear the 
crop and no income ha^ yet begun to 
be made therefrom. By subsequent 
amendment the rate was Ranged to Es. 
494 i)er hectare, but the principle of 
potential productivity was maintained. 
The additional tax imposed by Act XVH 
of 1960. on the other hand, is on fho 


game Tmid provided it is used lor grow- 
ing any one or more of the specified 
trees or plants, originally at the uniform 
rate of Rs. 8 per acre but now enhanced 
by Act XIX of 1967 Rs. 50 per heoi 
far^ L e, Rs. 20 per acre. As already 
stated, fte Amendment Act deleted the 
yvord ‘additional’ but the ddetion makes 
no difference as the tar is still in addi- 
tion to the basic or land tax and mnst^ 
tterefore, partake its charader, both 
taxes being taxes in respect of the same 
land, where the land is plantation within 
Section 2 (6). Tins, so far as such lands 
are concerned, the basic tax on them is 
assessed according to their productivity 
or income. But the tax un der A ct XVn 
of I960, as amended by Act XIX of 1967, 
is imposed in respect of them as an ad 
hoc unifonn tax, irrespective of the kind 
of their soil or their capacity 'etc. and 
only for the reason of their particular 
user. Prima fade, the inddence of such 
a tax by reason of its uniformi^ is bound, 
to be unequal on persons similarly situa- 
ted and would, therefore, be hit by the 
equality clause in Article 14. Even as- 
suming that the basic tax is a revenue 
assessment and the additional tax is no^ 
it would still make no difference in its 
unequal inddence on those whose lands 
by their particular user are plantations. 
In other words, the burden of the tax 
on i>eisons situated in similar dreumstan- 
ces, L e., those whose laods are planta- 
tions, would be unequal, depending upon 
file kind of soil, the geographicaf situa- 
tfon, water supply, elevation and oAer 
relevant farinrs touchfag the lands they 
bold. The additional tax is by no means 
low as it is, a fter t he passing of the 
amendment Act XIX of 1067, Rs. 50 per 
hectare, equi-ralent to Rs. 30 per acre. 
A peistm holding 1000 acres of land of 
inferior soil would, by reason of such 
an ad hoc tar, be bound to be bit harder 
than the one holding 1000 acres of supe. 
nor land with higher fertility or pro- 
ductivity. Such a result woidd not oo* 
cur if the land is classified and the ind- 
dence of the tax is graded according to 
its productivity and other relevant fao. 
tors. 

Irt support of the Act it was 
airoed that the impum^ Act not only 
m^s a classification between those who 
Mid lands wWch are plantations and 
mose who hold lands which are not plan- 
tations, but also makes a further classifi- 
cation within that classification by the 
jnemod provided for calc^atuig the ex- 
tent of pla n t ati ons in Schedule n. That 



mo Twyford Tea Co. Ltd. v. Kerala State (Shelat J.) [Pis. 35-37] S. C. U45 


argument does not appear to be correct 
The Schedule only provides the methods 
for calculating the extent of the planta- 
tions: (1) by means of quotients and (2) 
where tea and cardamom plants are 
cultivated by the actual extent of the 
land used for fliose purposes. But the 
Schedule does not smve the difficulty. 
A piece of land in one area may have 
a certain number of trees or plants of 
one or more of the specified categories 
to rhalce it a plantation. But the incidence 
of the tax in respect of it wotdd be un- 
equal as compared to another land situate 
elsewhere by reason of the latter’s better 
situation or fertility even if the number 
of plants or trees of the specified land 
are the same, depending upon the situa- 
tion and the capacity of ihe two lands. 
In such a case the very uniforniity of the 
tax is bound to result in discrimination 
on account of the relative potentiality of 
the two lands not being taken into ac- 
count, and the lands not being classified 
accordingly. It is, therefore, difficull to 
say that the Schedule, intended only for 
calculating the extent of ihe plantations, 
seeks to achieve equality of treatment 
between one kind of plantation and an- 
other or between plantations of the same 
kind, if the prinicple of their yield or 
income, actual or potential, is not taken 
into account. How is it possible to say 
that the uniform burden of Rs. 50 per 
hectare in the case, say of cocoanut^ tea, 
coffee or cardamom plantations, is rea- 
sonably equal, when the potential yield 
of each such plantation is not taken into 
consideration? The same result must 
also follow amongst holders of die same 
land of plantations if the principle of 
yield or income is discarded. Thus, Sche- 
dule II only provides the two methods 
of calculating the extent of the planta- 
tion and does not make a dassitication 
within a classification as urged. The 
only classification made is betiveen those 
whose lands fall under the defim'b'on of 
‘plantation’ and those whose lands do not 
All diose who held lands which are plan- 
tations are made liable to pay the tax 
at the imiform rate of Rs. 50 per hectare, 
no matter what land of crop, out of the 
seven lands mentioned in the .A.ct, is 
cultivated by diem, without regard to the 
fact diat one kind may be more ^'alIJabIe 
than the otlier and irrespective of their 
ntuation, their income-yielding capacity 
and other factors. 

3G. TIic result of such uniform impo- 
sition is that tea planters, who hold lands 
in Emakulam, Trichur and Kottayam dis- 


tricts, would pay the same amount of 
tax per hectare although the average 
yield per hectare in these districts for &o 
years 1965 to 1967 was about 350, 1825 
and 1050 Kgs. respectively. The differ- 
ence in yield in these different districts 
must dearly be due to the difference in 
the soil, situation and such other factors 
for, it is nobody’s case (at least not made 
out in the counter-affidavit of the res- 
pondents) that the cultivators in Ema- 
kulam district use inferior seed or are 
Jess venturesome than those in Kottayam 
and Trichur districts. Such a difference 
in the average yield per hectare occurs 
also in other tea growing districts, name- 
ly, Cannanore, Palghah Kozhikode, Tri- 
vandrum and Quilon, whose average yield 
per hectare during the years 1965 to 1967 
was 950, 1490, 1575, 975 and 650 Kgs. 
respectively. Since these figures are 
from tile statistics prepared by the Tea 
Board, they cannot be disputed. That 
such differences in the average yield oc- 
cur also in the different districts of the 
States of Madras and Mysore is also clear. 
Surely, they cannot arise because the 
cultivators of one district are more ad- 
venturous or more technology-minded tbari 
those of the other districts. The differ- 
ences in the weld mush therefore, be at- 
tributed to the differences in tiie soil, 
situation, water supply, rainfall etc. 

37. Imposing a uniform rate of tax 
in respect of lands where tea is grown, 
without classifying them on the basis of 
their productivity, actual or potential, and 
without differentiating the inferior from 
the superior land of soil or ivithout tak- 
ing into consideration the fact of some 
of these lands being situated in more 
advantageous position than the rest, must, 
therefore, inevitably result in unequal in- 
cidence of the tax on those who hold 
those lands. Therefore, as in tiie case of 
Moopil Nair, (1901) 8 SCR 71 = (AIR 
1961 SC 552) tiie present case is also one 
where inequah’ty emerges as a result of 
imposing an ad hoc tax, uniformly lewed 
without making any rational or intelligi- 
ble classification. _ There is no indication 
in the Act and none Vv’as even sought to 
be shown as to how and on what basis 
the uniform rate of Rs. 50 per hectare 
was fixed and whether it had any rela- 
tion to tiie c.apacity of those who hold 
lands witli different average ynclds rang- 
ing from S50 Kgs. per hectare in Erna- 
Iculam to about 1850 Kgs. per hectare in 
Trichur, in addition to the oasic tax also 
payable by them. Obwously, the tax 
imposed in the manner pointed out abovo 
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must result in in^ality among the 
holders who use their lancfe for tea grow- 
ing thou^ tiiey are similarly situated 
The principles laid down in Moopil Nair's 
case (1961)3 SCR77 = {AIR 1961 SC 552) 
approved and confirmed in subsequent 
decisions and which are binding upon 
us, apply to the impugned statute. 

38. But in 1964 Ker LT 47 = (AIR 
1964 Ker 141) a learned Single Judge of 
the Ker^a High Court repelled the cm- 
tention as to the invalidity of Act XVII 
of 19W and held that the decision in 
Moopil Nair’s case, (1961) 3 SCR 77 = 
(AIR 1961 SC 552) did not apply as by 
adopting the quotients in SaiMule It 
the impost had been related to the poten- 
tiality of the land and its possible yield. 
As already pointed out, even the counter- 
aHidavit filed by the State in the pre- 
sent petition, does not claim that the ad- 
ditional tax imposed under this Act takes 
into account the potentiality of the land 
or its possible yield. It, on the other 
band, asserts in plain lan^age that the 
tax is levied by reason only of the parti- 
cular use to which the land Is put and 
which makes it fall within Section 2 (6). 
If potentiality of the land and its noisible 
yield had been taken into consideration 
the amount of tax could not have been 
uniform as its quantum would have de- 
pended on its quality, situation and other 
factors. Indeea, in ILH (1965) 2 Ker 619 
= (AIR 1966 Ker 165) a Division Bendi 
of ttat very High Court held that what 
Act XVn of I960 did was to tax lands 
comprised in plantations, not on the basis 
of their productivity but on the basis of 
their user. But the Division Bench held 
that the Act was "just and equitable", 
and therefore, was not hit by Article 14. 
At page 623 of the Report (ILR Ker) = 
(at p, 166 of AIR), the learned Judges 
observed that the yield would a’ary from 
crop to crop and place to place, out “it 
is not the productivity of the soil that 
forms the foundation of the tax but its 
user in a specific way for a specific pur- 
pose". Though these two decisions cited 
Moopil Nair’s case, (1961) 3 SCR 77 = 
(AIR 1961 SC 552) neither of them con- 
sidered the result of the lands being uni- 
formly taxed w’ithout classifying them 
according to their potentiality so that the 
incidence of the tax may be fust and 
equitable. How a tax imposed uniform- 
ly without regard to the potentiality of 
the property taxed and without any 
classificaHon on any other n Just basis 
works inequality Is Illustrated'' by the 
scrutiny by this Court of the Kerala 


Buildings Tax Act, XIX of 1961 fif 
AIR 19^ SC 378. After noting the uni- 
form rate of the tax levied according to 
the floor area of a building but without 
taking into accormt its kina or its pot^, 
tial yield, tiie Court observed: 

"For determining the quantum of to 
the sole test is the area of the floor of 
the budding. The Act applies to the 
entire State of Kerala, and whether the 
building is situate in a large industrial 
towm or in an insignificant village, the 
rate of tax is determined by the Boor 
area; it does not depend upon the purpose 
for which the builcDng is used, the nature 
of the structure, the town and locality in 
which the builcUng is situate, the econo- 
mic rent which may be obtained from 
the building, the cost of the building and 
other related circumstances which may 
appropriately be taken into consideration 
in any rational system of taxation 
building." ' 

At page 380 the Covrt further observed.' 

■“But in enacting the Kerala Buildings 
Tax Act DO attempt at anv rational classi- 
fication is made — As already observed, 
the Legislature has not taken into consi- 
deration in imposing the tax the el-nss to 
which the building belongs, the nature 
of construction, the purpose for which It 
is used, its situation, its capadty for profi- 
table user and other relevant circum- 
stances which have a bearing on matters 
of taxation. They have adopted merely 
the floor area of the building as the basis 
of tax irrespective of all other considera- 
tions. Where objects, persons or transac- 
tions^ essentially dissimilar are treated by 
the imposition of a unifonn tax, discri- 
mination mav result, for. In our view, re- 
f“5al to make a rational classification 
may itself in some cases operate as de- 
nial of equality " 

On this reasoning the charging section' 
of the Act im^gned In that case was 
held violative of Article 14 and therefore 
bad. 

39. The same reasoning b. In our 
vie^y, apposite so far as the impugned 
tax Is concerned, for, the tax is uniform- 
ly levied merely on the footing of the 
land being used for growing lea, with- 
<mt any i^ard to its potentiality, situa- 
tion, the kind of tea which can suitably 
be grown at a particular place, ,its geo- 
graphical and other features etc. Nd 
doubt, the State in exercise of the tax- 
ing power can select persons and obfeetJ 
fm taxation but if it is found that within 
the range of that sdectiOT tte law opo- 
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rates nnequally by reason either of classi- 
fication or its absence, such a provision 
would be hit by the equality dause of 
Article 14. (see (1963) 1 SCR 404 =: 

(AIR 1962 SC 1733).) Even amongst the 
selected plantations inequah'ty as a result 
of uniformity of tax must result because 
it is possible that the user of the land 
for one specified purpose may give a , 
better and a more valuable yield ihan 
the user of another land though situated 
in the same area for another specified 
purpose. This, in our view, has happen- 
ed in so far as the tax on tea planta- 
tions, with which only we are concern- 
ed in these petitions, is concerned, and 
therefore, to the extent that Act XVII of 
1960, as amended by Act XIX of 1967, 
imposes the tax on holders of tea planta- 
tions, it is violative of Article 14 and is, 
therefore, void. 

40. Accordingly, the petitions are al- 
lowed with costs. 

ORDER 

41. In accordance with the opinion of 
the majority, the petitions are oismissed 
with costs. 

Petitions dismissed. , 


AIR 1970 SUPREME COURT 1147 
(V 57 C 240) 

(From: Bombay)® 

T. C. SHAH, K. S. HEGDE AND ■ 

A. N, GROVER, JJ. 

Khushal Khemgar Shah and otiieis. 
Appellants v. Mrs. Khorshed Banu Dadiba 
Boatwaila and another. Respondents. 

Civil Appeal No. 1201 of 1966, V7r 
12-2-1970. 

(A) Partnership Act (1932), Sectiorf 14 
t— Property of firm — Good-will of tiic 
business of the firm is expressly included. 

(Para 8) 

(B) Partnership Act (1932), Section 55 
*— Death of partner — Partnership to 
continue under agreement — Section not 
n bar to legal representative claiming 
share in good-will as one of assets ca 
firm. 

Section 55 does not prowde that good- 
will may be taken into account only when 
there is a general dissolution of the firm, 
and not when tlie representatives of a 
deceased partner claim liis shiue in the 

“(Appeal No. 79 of 1963, D/- 24-6-1983 

— ^I3om.) 
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firm, which by express stipulation is to 
continue notwithstanding the death of a 
partner. (Para 4) 

(C) Partnership Art (1932), Sections 39, 
42 and 46 — Provisions deal with conse- 
quences ensuing after general dissolution 
— They do not abrogate terms of con- 
tract under which partnership is to conti- 
nue between surviving partners after 
death of one — - Art does not extinguish 
rights of deceased partner in assets of 
firm. 

Sections 39, 42 and 46 deal TOth the 
concept and consequences of dissolution 
of the firm they do not abrogate the 
terms of the contract between the part- 
ners. The Partnership Act does not 
operate to extinguish the right in the 
assets of the firm of a partner who dies, 
when the partnership agreement provides 
that on death the partnership is to C'rnti.- 
nue. In the absence of a term in tlie 
deed of partnership to that eftect, it can- 
not be inferred that a term that the part- 
nership shall continue notwithstanding 
the death of a partner, will operate to 
extinguish his propriety right in the 
assets of the firm. (Para 4) 

(D) Partnership Art (1932), Section 42 
Contract to contrary — Death of p.Trt- 

ner ~ Partnership to continue under 
agreement between surviving partners — 
Share of deceased partner in assets in- 
cluding good-win devolve on Ills 
legal representative in absence of any- 
thing to contrary in agreement 
In interpreting the deed of partnership, 
the Court; will insist upon some indica- 
tion that the right to a share in the assets 
is, by virtue of the agreement that the 
surviving partners are entitled to carry 
on the business on the death of the part- 
ner, to be extinguished. In the absence 
of a provision expressly made or clearly 
implied, the normal rule that the share 
of a p^ner in the assets devolves upon 
his legal representatives will apply to the 
good-vill as well as to other assets. 

(Para 7) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Pams 
(1905) 92 LT 813, Smith v. Nelson 6 
(1895) 1895-2 Ch 223, Hunter v. 

Dowling 8 

(1885) ILR 9 Bom 530, Bacinibai 
and L. A. WaUtins v. Shamji 
Jadowfi 6 

M/s. F. S. Nariman, K. D. Mehta and 
L N. Sliroff, Advocates, for Appellants; 
Mr. M. C. Chagla, Senior Advocate, (Mrs. 
A. X Verma, Advocate and M/s. t. B. 
Daclachanji and Co., Advocates with him), 
for Respondents. 
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Boatwala’s sliare id tiie assets ol the hnn 
other goodwill, they contend ^ that 
in tiie goodwill of uie firm the plaint i ifa 
had DO share. 

S. By Section 14 of the Paitneiship 
Adt 1932, it is enacted that: 

*^ublect to contract between the part- 

SSe^^-eSoYtha .W -of PaJ^J- » 

ship fte busmesa of the SSTorigmaay hniaghl mlo tha stoat of 


The following Judgment rf the Court 
was delivered by 

SHA^ J4— Dadiba Honnusji Boat- 
walla was one of the eight partners of 
Messrs Me^ji Tbobhan tc Company — a 
firm of hluccadams and cotton brolceis. 
BoatwaDa died on February 20, 1957. By; 


nued by the surviving partners, ^orshed 
and Nariman — wid^ and son respecti- 
vely of Boatwalla — obtained letters of 
administration to the estate of Boatwalla 
and commenced an action In the High 
Court of ^mbay for an account of me 
partnership between Boatwalla and the 
surviving partners and for an order pay- 
ing to 3ie piatnKfFa the amount deter- 
mined to be due to Boatwalla at the time 
of his death. The suit was resisted by the 
Surviving pa rtn ers who will hereinafter 
be c^ed the defendants*. Tarkimde, 
passed a prelimmary deoeo declaring 
that qua Boatwalla the partnership stood 
dissolved on February io, 1957, but not 
ia respect of the siu^vfng partners, and 
directed that an acco un t be taken of the 
partnership up to February 20, 1957. 
Against tna* decree the defendants ep- 
p^ed under Clause 15 of the Letters 
Patent In appeal the High Court modi- 
fied the decree. The learned Judges held 
that the pl^ti^ were not entitled Uf 
an account in the profits and losses of 
the firm after the death of Boatwalla. nor 
to exerdse an option under Section of 
the Partnership Act but that the plaxn- 
tiils were entitled c^y to interest at six 
per cen^per a i mum on the amount found 
due - - 


petty originally brought — . 
the firm or acquired, purchase or other- 
wise, by or for the fmn or for the pur- 
poses and ia the course of the business 
of the firm, and includes also the good- 
will of the business.** 

Goodwill of the firm is expressly declar- 
ed to be the property of the firm. 

4. Counsel for the defendants reh'ed 
upon Section 55 of the Partnership Act 
whidi makes a provision with regard to 
sale of goods^ after dissolution. It is 
providea by sub-section (1) of Section 55 
that: 

Tn settling the accounts of a firm after 
dissolution, the goodwill shall, subfect to 
contract between the partners, be includ- 
ed in the assets, and it may be sold either 
separately or along with other property of 
the firm. 

But it is not enacted thereby that good- 
will may be taken into account only when 
there is a general dissolution of the firm, 
and not when the representatives of a 
paitaer daim his share in the firm, which 
by express stipulation is to continue not- 
withstoding the death of a partner. Nor 
do Sections 89, 42 and 40 which were re- 
lied upon by counsel for the defendants 
ropport that contention. Under Section 89 
the dissolution of partnership between all 
the partners of a mm Ss called the “disso- 


as BoatwaQa's share in the assets of 

the partnership Induding the goodwilL , ; — r 

They further declared that the interest of .j ® by Section 42 a 

Boatwalla in the fi™ ceased on February to be ^solved subject to the 


Boatwalla in the firm ceased on February 
20, 1957, and deleted the direction with 
regard to the dissolution of fte firm as 
between Boatwalla and the defendants. 
With’ special leave, this appeal has been 
filed by lie defendants, 

2. The defendants contend that the 


. ^ , — 'Ject to the 

c ontra ct between the partners cm the hap- 
pening of certain contingencies. Section 
40 provides that on the dissolution of a 
firm every partner or his representative 
is entitle^ as against all the other part- 
us or their representatives, to have the 


1 , uP"® defendants cOTlend t^t the proixaty of the firm appUed in payment 
platohffs as 1^ reT^mtahv;« of Boat- of *e debts and llabf ties of 
w^a were not enhtl^ ^ a share m the and to have the surplus distributed amonc 
value of Ih^o^wdl of tte firm be- the partners or tbeir represenStivS^^ 
cause toe goodwm of “ty. be oarding to their rights. These pro%^*cms 

deal with the concept and consequences 
®t dissolution of the firm; they do not 
interest in the goodwill sh^ cease on his ^tween ♦ contract 

death and toe business shall be contora- seouences to toe 

to stand dissolved by such death, nor to 
the right which the partner in the 


taken into accenmt craly when there is a 
dissolution of toe firm and in any event 
because Boatwalla had agreed that this 


d^ts do not tiallenge the decree of the 
High Court awarding to the 
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assefe and property o£ the firm. The 
Partnership Act does not operate to extin- 
guish the right in the assets of the firm 
of a partner who dies, when the part- 
nership agreement provides that on death 
the partnership is to continue. In the 
absence of a tenii in the deed of partner- 
ship to that effect^ it cannot be inferred 
that a term that the partnership shall 
continue notwithstanding the death of a 
partner, will operate to extinguish his pro- 
prietary right in the assets of the firm. 

5. Clause 8 of the deed of partners 
ship reads as follows: 

“This partnership shall not be dissolv- 
ed or determined by the death of any of 
the parties hereto but the same shall be 
continued as between the surviving part- 
ners on the same terms and conditions 
but with such shares as shall then be 
determined.” 

Mr. Nariman says that goodwill is nothing 
but the right to the name, the place of 
business and the reputation of the firm, 
and when all these components of the 
right by express agreement between the 
partners devolve upon the surviwng part- 
ners, it follows that the share of 
the deceased partner in the good- 
will of the firm devolves upon 
the surviving -partners and not upon 
his legal representatives. The good^viIl 
of a business is however an intangible 
asset being the whole advantage of the re- 
putation and connections formed vnth the 
customers together with the circumstan- 
ces which, make the cormecdon durable. 
It is that component of the total value of 
the undertaking which is attributable to 
the ability of the concern to earn profits 
over a course of years because of its re- 
putation, location and other features. An 
agreement between the partners that the 
name, the place of business and the re- 
putation of the firm are to be utilised by 
the surviving partners will not necessarily 
warrant an inference that it was intended 
that tlie heirs of the deceased partner wall 
not be entitled to a share in the good- 
!cvill. 

C. Our attention was invited to Hunter 
V, Dowling, (1895) 2 CIi 223; Smith v. 
Nelson, (1905) 98 LT 313 and Bachubai 
and L. A. Watkins v. Shamji Tadowi'i, 
(1855) ILR 9 Bom 536. Tlie first two 
cases proceed upon the intciprelation of 
certain clauses in partnership agreements. 
It w.as inferred in tlioso cases from Uio 
terms of tlie amcement that the right in 
tlic goodwill of a pamer in a firm dying 
or retiring shall not survive to his legal 


representatives. Bachubai and L. A. Wat- 
kin's case, (1885) ILR 9 Bom 536 arose 
out of a case in which in the partnership 
agreement it was provided that the firm 
shall be the agents of a company carry- 
ing on business as a manufacturer of cot- 
ton textiles so long as the firm carries 
on business in Bombay, or until the firm 
should resign. The firm were appointed 
the agents of the Company and continu- 
ed to act as agents. One of the partners 
died, and a representative of the partner 
filed a suit, claiming a certain snare in 
the assets of the firm including the good- 
will. _ It was observed by Sargent, G. J., 
in rejecting the claim of the plaintiff to 
a share in the goodwill of the business 
as an asset of the firm, that: — 

“Assuming (which may well be doubted) 
that the term "goodwill” is apph'cable to 
a business of this natime, it is plain that 
it is attached to the name of the firm 
which, by the partnership agreement it- 
self, is to be used by the surviving part- 
ners or partner for their own benefit. 
Such an arrangement between the part- 
ners must take away all value from the 
goodwill; even if it be not, — as Mr. 
Justice Lindley in his Treatise on Part- 
nership, p. 887, (8rd ed.), considers it to 
be — inconsistent with its being an asset 
at all.” 

The learned Chief Justice expressed a 
doubt — presumably relying upon old 
English decisions — that the goodwill of 
a firm may not be an asset at all. Ihese 
observations do not set out any rule of 
inteipretation of a deed of pjirtnerslup. 
But the question is now settled by sta- 
tutory enactment. Under the Partnership 
Ac^ 1982, it is expressly declared that the 
goodwill of a business is an asset. Whe- 
mer the goodwill has any substantial 
value may be determined on the facts of 
each case. 

7. We are unable to agree with Mr. 
Nariman that in interpreting a deed of 
partnership, business whereof it is stipu- 
lated shall be continued by the sumving 
partners after tlie death of a partner, tlie 
Court will not award to the legal re- 
presentatives of the deceased partner a 
share in the goodwill in the absence of 
an express stipulation to the contTarj'.j 
The goodwill of a firm is an asset. In in-i 
tcrprcUng the deed of partnership, ihel 
Court will insist upon some indication 
tliat the right to a share in the assets is, by 
virtue of tiic agreement, lliat the surviving 
partners are entitled to cany on the busi- 
ness on the dcatli of llie partner, to be ex- 
tinguished. In the absence of a provision 
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fore, ife employees are nol^ entitled to 
the protection of Artido 81L Case law 
ref. (Para 10) 


expressly made or dearly implied, the 
normd rule that the share of a partner 
in the assets devolves upon his legal re- 
presentatives \vill apply to the goodwill 
as well as to other assets. 

8. The appeal therefore fails and is 
di^nissed with costs. 

Appeal dismissed. 


AIR 1970 SUPREME COURT 1150 
(V 57 C 241) 

(From : Madhya Pradesh)* 

M. HIDAYATULLAH, C.J, A. N. 

GROVER. A. N. RAY, P. 

JAGANMOHAN REDDY 
AND I. D. DUA. JJ- 
Dr, S. I* Agarsval, Appellant v. The 
General hlanager, Hindustan Steel 
Ltd-, Respondent. 

CiN-a Appeal No. 524 of 1907, D/- 19- 
12-1969. 

(A) Constitution of India, Art. 3II — • 

IVolectfoQ of CL (2) crtcndli to person* 
referred to in CL (1). 

The protection of Article 811 (2) . 

extends only to persons referred to fa ■* Chemicals Ltd. 
Article 811 (1), vii, (0 persons who are 
memben of (a) a Civil Service of the 
Udon, or (b) an All-India Service or 
(e) a Civil Service of a State, or (U) 
hold a civil post under the Union or a 
Slate, Category (i) refers to the standing 
services which have been created in the 
Union and the States and which are 
permaDently maintaJn»l in strength. In 
addition to the standing services there 
are certain posts which are outside the 
p erm anent services, \iz. such posts on 
the dvil side as opposed to the mililary 
dde. Incumbents ox such posts also 
receive tnotectiou. (Para 7) 

(B) Constitution of India, Art. 311 (2) 
i-~ H Ider 'f a dvil post under the 
Union or the State — Employee of 
Hindustan Steel Ltd. is not a holder 
of such post — Protection of Art 311 
(2) cannot be claimed. 

Hindustan Steel Limited which b a 
corporation b not a department of the 
Government nor are the servants of Ik 


(C) Constitution of India, Art. 183 — 
New grounds — Points which were 
never raised before High Court nor 
touched upon in High Court’s Judg- 
ment or grounds of appeal — Not 
allowed to be rabed. (Para 5) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1969) AIR 1969 SC 1S06 (V 56)= 

Ci^^ Appeal No. 612 of 1968. 

D/- 19-2-1969 Praga Tools Cor- 
poration V. C, V, taanual 10 

(19^) Civil Appeals Nos, 512-513 
of 1969, D/. 19^1969= (1969) 

1 see 67, State of Bihar v. Union 
of Ini'a 10 

(1963) AIR 1963 Cal 421 (V 50)= 

(1963) 2 Lab LT 569, M. Verges© 

V. Union of India 9 

(1961) AIR 1961 AU 502 (V 4S)= 

Ram Baba Rathaur v. Divisional 
Manager, Ufe Insuranco Corpora- 
tion of India 10 

(1937) AIR 1957 Pat 10 (V 44) = 

1956 BLJR 513, Subodh Ranjan 
Ghosh V. Sindhii Fertilizers and 


10 


10 


10 

10 

the 


has its Independent __ 

law relating to Corporations It Is dis- 
tinct even from its members. There- 


(1956) 60 Cal \VN 3023 « 30S7-1 
Lab LJ 223, Damodar Valley 
Corporation v. Provat Roy 
(1958) AIR 1950 Pat 898 (V 43) 

= ILR 34 Pat 412, Lachmi v. 
Military Secy, to the Govt, of 
Bihar 

(1930) 1950-1 KB 18 = 63 TLR 
. 422, Tamlin v, Hannaford 
The following Tudgmenf of 
Court was delivered by 
HIDAYATULLAH, C. J. t The appel- 
lant, who appeals by certificate granted 
by the High Court of Madhya ^adesb, 
was appointed as Assbtant Surgeon on 
probation for one year by the Board 
of Directors, Hindustan Steel Ltd., 
Rmchi with effect from October 22, 
1959. After completing his period of 
probation he was employed on a con- 
tract for 5 years. Ex. P-G is the Con- 
tract of Service which ho entered Into 
with the Company. Under the terms of 
the contract there was a further period 

nt nmhaHnr. .e 


Mdm of Civil posts under the Slate. It of probation. '^ring the period "of 
existence and by probation the Comnln' ^ 


• (Misc. Petn. No. S3 of 1965, 
19-7-1966 — Madh Pra.) 
DN/DN/BU7/70/KSB/A 


»/- 


probation the Company could termi- 
nate hb service without notice and 
without assigning any reason. On the 
eompletf^ of the period of probation, 
either side could terminate the contract 
by S months’ notice without assigning 
any reason. The Company could also 
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terminate tibe employment by giving in 
L'eu- of notice, three months’ salary. This 
term was applicable till three months 
immediately before the end of the period 
of 5 years. If a notice terminating the 
service was not given three months be- 
fore the close of the end of 5 years lie 
contract was automatically extended till 
the incumbent became superannuated on 
reaching the age of 55 years. 

2. The appellant passed the probation 
period and he was entitled to three 
months’ notice if his services were to be 
terminated. The Company maintains 
certain set of Rules governing the em- 
ployment of its workmen, in addition to 
the Standing Ordeis of the Company. 
Ex. P-4 represents the procedure 
for imposing major penalties and for 
punishment and appeal. These are ex- 
tracts from the Disciplinary and Appeal 
Rules. 

3. On September 17, 1964 the appel- 
lant was on duty in Ae Medical Out- 
Patients Department He examined one 
Mrs. Holey who complained of cold, 
headache and weakness. It appears that 
Mrs. Holey complained of some mis- 
behaviour on the part of the appellant 
and her husband reported the mattar 
to tlie Chief Medical Officer of the Bhilai 
Steel Plant where the appellant was 
then posted. The Chief Medical Officer 
asked for the explanation of the appel- 
lant on September 21. 1964, but the 
appellant denied the allegation. Some 
enquiry was then held. The appellant 
in his appeal submits that he was not 
given a copy of the written complaint 
received from Mr. and Mrs. Holey. On 
October 5, 1964 some witnesses were 
examined in the presence of the appel- 
lant. Two days previously the state- 
ments of Mr. and Mrs, Holey were also 
recorded. Tire enquiry was being held 
by the Commercial Manager. The ap- 
pellant tlien sent a notice to Mr. and 
Mrs. Holey charging them xvith defama- 
tion and actually filed a suit on Novem- 
ber 17, 1964 demanding damages. On 
December 15, 1964 the General Manager 
terminated his serw'ces witli effect from 
hlarch 15, 1965, tliat is to say, after the 
expiry of three months' notice under the 
contract. It was stated in the order that 
tlie services were being terminated in 
terms of his employment 

4. Tlie appellant thereupon filed a 
petition under Arh'do 226 of the Consti- 
tution in the High Court of Madhya 
Pradesh dairm'ng inter alia that his ser- 


vic^ were wrongly terminated without 
giving him the protection granted by 
Artide 811 of the Constitution. He also 
complained of breach of the principles of 
natural justice inasmuch as the enquiry 
was not proper. His contention was that 
althou^ the action was ostensibly taken 
accordhig to the terms of the contract of 
employment, he was really pimished and 
he was entitled, therefore, to the protec- 
tion of Article 311 of the Constitution. 
The Company resisted the ground by 
saying that Article 311 was not applicable 
to the appellant inasmuch as he was 
employed oy a Corporation and neither 
belonged to the Civil Service of the 
Union nor held a Civil post under the 
Um'on. The High Court in its judgment 
ruled that the protection of Article 311 
of the Constitution was not available in 
the case because tiie appellant was not 
entitled to it. 

5. It appears that this was the only 
point urged in the High Court In the 
appeal before us attempt was made to 
enlarge the case by arguing other points, 
namely, that the enquiry was not pro- 
perly conducted, that the prindples of 
natural justice were violated and that 
fte appellant had no opportunity of 
defending himself. None of these 
points is touched upon in die High 
Covui:’s judgment and it appears that in 
the High Court only the constitutional 
question was raised. Otherwise, one 
would expect the Hi^ Court to have 
said something about it, or the appel- 
lant to have said so in die application 
for certificate or in the proposed 
grounds filed with that appheation. We 
dedin e to allow these fresh grounds to 
be urged. 

6. The question that arises in diis 
case is: whether the employees of a 
Corporation such as the Hindustan 
Sted Ltd., are entitled to the protec- 
tion of Article 311? Tliis question can 
only be answered in favour of the ap- 
pellant if we hold that the appellant 
held a dvol post under the Union. It 
was conceded before us that the appel- 
lant could not be- said to belong to the 
aval service of die Union or the State. 
Artido 311, on which this contention is 
besed, roads as follows; 

"SIL Dismissal, removal or reduction 
in rank of persons employed in civil 
capacities under the Union or a State. 

(1) No person who is a member of a 
d\nl service of the Union or an all- 
India Service or a civil service of a 
Stato or holds a dvil post under the 
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removed by an authority subord i na te 
to thk by he was appointed. 

(2) No such person as aforesaid shall 
be dismissed or removed or ^uced 
in rank until be has been ^ven ^ & 
reasonable opportunity of showing 
cause against the action proposed to 
be t^en in regard to him; 

Provided th^ this dause shall 
apply— 

(a) where a person Is dismissed or re- 
moved or reduced in rank on the ground 
of conduct which has led to his convi> 
tion on a criminal charge; 

where an authority empowered b5 
or remove a person or to reduce 
him in r ank is satisfied that for some 
reasons, to be recorded by that auth- 
ority in writing, it is not reasonably 
practicable to ^e to that person an 
opportunity of showing cause; or 

le) where the President or Governor, 
as the case may be, is satisfied that ta 
tile interest of the security of the State 
tt i, to aat pet,, hmS 


to a military post So far the appefi^t’s 
case'ls dear^ut the danse sxieafcs fur- 
ther that sudi posts must be xmder the 
Union or a State. The OTestion thus is 
whether fbe servant employed here can 
be said to have held the post under the 
Union or^ State? The appellant con- 
tends that since Hindustan Steel Limit- 
ed is entirely financed by the Govern- 
ment and its management is directly the 
responsibility of the President the post 
is virtually under tiie Government C£ 

■ fi. This argument ignores some funda- 
mental concepts in relation to incorporat- 
ed companies.; In support of the conten- 
tion that the post must be reganled as 
one under the Um'on the appellant relies 
on some obiter observations of a single 
Judge in M. Vergheso v. Union of Inoia, 
AQl 1963 Cal 42L In that case the peti- 
tioners were drivers working for the 
Durgapur Project under Hindust an Steel 
Limited. Ihe learned Judge consider^ 
the question bv analysing the set up of 


son such an opportmlfy. 

(3) If taay question arises whether fl 
is reasonably ^cticable to give to any 
person an o pp o rtun ity of showing cause 
under clause (2), the decision thereon of 
the authority empowered to dismiss or 
remove such person or to reduce him in 
ran^ as the case may bo, shall be 
finiL" 

7. Oanse(2) of the article, which pves 
the protection opens with the words *do 
, sccb person as aforesaid" and these words 
take one back to Clause (1) which des- 
cribes the person or persons to whom 
the protection is intended to go. douse (1) 
spe^ of (0 persons who are members 
of (a) a Ciw Service of the Union, or (b) 
an All India Service or (c) a Qvil Service 
of a State, or (ii) bold a dvil post under 
the Union or a State. (a% (b) and (d refer 
to the standing services which have been 
created in the Union and the States and 
which are permanently maintained in 
strength. In addition to the standing 
services tiiere are certain posts which are 
outside the permanent services. The last 
category in Article 311 (1) thereforo 
spea^ of such posts on the dvil side as 
opposed to the military side. Incum- 
bents of such posts also receive proteo- 
tiou. 

8. In flie present case the appellant 
did not belong to any of the permanent 
services. He held a post which was not 
borne on any of tiie standing services. 


ft was a Government company and a pri- 
vate limited company, although It did not 
include in its name any notice that ft - 
was a private company. He referred in 
detail to the various provisions in the 
Articles of Association as also in the 
Indian Companies Act. which rendered 
the ordinary company/, law Inapph’cahle 
ia certain respects and confen^ un- 
limited powers of,; management on 
the ^ Resident ol India and his 
nominees. He also found that Hindustan 
Steel Limited was entirely owned by the 
Union of India. From tills the learned 
Judge %vished to infer that Hindustan 
Keel Limited was really a department of 
the Government but he did not erpress 
opim'on and dedded the case on an- 
«^er point The appellant contends that 
toe condusion which the learned single 
Judge did not draw in the Calcutta case 
ft toe condusion to draw in appeaL 
We most according to him, hold that 
“cre u no difference between Hindustan 
Steel Limi ted and a Department of the 
Gove^enl and that the service under 
too Hindustan Steel Limited ft a service 
under the Union. 

10. On the other hand, in State of 
Bihar v. Union of India, Civil Appeals 
Nos. 512-513 of 1969, D/- 19-9-1969 (SC) 
Hindustan Steel Limited was not held 
to be a *State” for purposes of Art 13L 
The question whether Hindustan Steel 
Limited was subject to the Jurisdic^ 
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8. Accordingly, we are here conJEronf- 
ed with a stahite which, by its own 
words and as applied, purports to punish 
niCTe advocacy and to forbid, on pain of 
criminal punishment, assembly with others 
merely to advocate the described type of 
action, (4) Such a statute falls within the 
condemnation of the First and Fourteenth 
Amendments. The contrary teaching of 
Whitney v. California, supra, cannot be 
supported, and that decision is therefore 
overruled, 

Reversed, 


SEPABATE OPINIONS 

Mr. Justice BLACK, concurring. 

9. I agree with the views expressed 
by Mr. Justice Douglas in his concurring 
opinion in this case that the "dear and 
present danger” doctrine should have no. 
place in the intej^retation of the First 
Amendment. I join the Court’s opinion, 
which, as I imderstand it, simply cites 
(1951) 341 US 494. 95 L Ed 1137, 71 S 
Ct 857, but does not indicate any agree- 
ment on the Coxnt’s part with the "dear, 
and present danger” doctrine on which 
Dennis purported to rdy. 

Mr. Justice DOUGLAS, concurring. 

10. While I join the opinion of the 
Court, I desire to enter a caveat. 

IL The "dear and present danger’’ 
lest was adumbrated by Mr, Justice Hol- 
mes in a case arising during World War 
I — a war “dedared” by the Congress not 
by the Chief Executive. The case was 
Schenck v. United States, (1918) 249 US 
47, 52. 63 L Ed 470, 473, 39 S Ct 247, 


with a group or assemblage of persons 
formed to advocate the doctrines of 
criminal syndicalism- ..." The trial 
judge’s charge merely followed the Im-? 
guage of the indictment. No construction 
of the statute by the Ohio ^ courts has 
brought it within constitutionally per- 
missible limits. The Ohio Supreme Court 
has considered the statute in only one 
previous case. State v. Kassay, 126_ Ohio 
177 (1932), where the constitutionality of, 
the statute was sustained, 


4. Statutes affecting the right of assem.” 
bly, lilce those touching on freedom of 
speech, must observe the established dis- 
tinctions between mere advocacy^ and in- 
dtement to eminent lawless action, for, 
as Cliief Justice Hughes wrote in De 
Jonge V. Oregon, supra, at 364, 81 L Ed 
at 284: 


"The right of peaceable assembly Is a 
right cognate to those of free speech and 
free press and is equally fundamental 
See also United States v. CruDcshank, 92 
US 542, 552. 23 L Ed 588, 591 (1876); 

Hague V. CIO. 307 US 496, 513. 519, 83 L 
Ed 1423. 1435. 1438 (1939); NAAGP v. 
Alabama ex rel Patterson. 357 US 449. 
460-461, 2 L Ed 2d 1488. 1498, 1499. 78 
S Ct 1163 (1958). 
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where the defendant was charged with 
attmpts to cause insubordination in the 
i^tary and obstruction of enlistment, 
Erne p^phlets that were distributed irrg- 
ed resistance to the draft, denounced 
conscription, and impugned the motives 
of those backing the war effort The First 
Amendment was tendered as a defense. 
Mr. Justice Holmes in rejecting that de- 
fense said: 

"The question In every case is whether 
the words used are used in such circum- 
, stances and are of such a nature as to 
.'create a clear and present danger that they 
rWiH bring about the substantive evils that 
Congress has a right to prevent. It is a 
question of proximity and degree.” 

12. Frohwerk v. United States, (1918) 
249 US 204, 63 L Ed 561, 39 S Ct 249, 
also authored by Mr. Justice Holmes, in- 
v'olved prosecution and punishment for 
publication of articles very critical of the 
war effort in World War 1 Schenck was 
referred to as a conviction for obstruct- 
ing security "by words of persuasion.” 

249 US, at 206, 63 L Ed at 564, And the 
conviction in Frohwerk was sustained 
becai^e "the circulation of the papers 
was in quarters where a little breath 
would be enough to kindle a flama” 249 
US at 209, 63 L Ed at 565, 

13. Debs V. United States, (1918) 249 
US 211, 63 L Ed 566, 39 S Ct 252, was 
the third of the triology of the 1918 
Term. Debs was convicted of speaking 
in opposition to the war where his "op- 
position was so expressed that its natm^ 
and intended effect would be to obstruct 
recruiting." 249 .US, at 215, 63 L Ed at 
569. 

•Tf that was infended and i^ in all the 
circumstances, that would be its proba- 
ble effect, it woitid not be protected by 
reason of its being part of a general pro- 
gram and expression of a general and 
conscientious belief." Ibid. 

14. In the 1919 Term, the Cotud ap- 
plied the Schenck doctrine to affirm the 
convictions of other dissidents in World 
War I. Abrams V. United States, (1918) 

250 US 616, 63 L Ed 1173, 40 S Ct 17. 
was one instance, klr. Justice Holmes, 
with whom Mr. Justice Brandeis concurr- 
ed, dissented. While adhering to Schencli, 
he did not think on the facts that a case 
for overriding the First Amendment had 
been made out: 

'It is only the present danger of immedi- 
ate evil or an intent to bring it about 
that warrants Congress in setting a limit 
to the expression of opinion where pri- 
vate rights are not concerned. Congress 
certainly cannot forbid all effort to 
change the mind of tiie country.” 

35, Another instance was Schaeffer v. 
United States, (1919) 251 US 466, 6-1 L 
Ed 360, 40 S Ct 259. in which Mr. Justice 
Brandeis, joined by klr. Justice Holme?, 
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dissented, A third was Pierce y. United 
Slates. (1919) 252 US 239, 64 L Ed 542. 
40 S Ct 205 in which Mr. Justice Bran- 
dcis. joined by Mr. Justice Holmes, dia* 
sented. 

IG. Those then were the World War I 
cases that put the gloss of "dear and pre- 
sent danger” on the First Amendment 
Whether the war power — the greatest 
leveler of them all — is adequate to sus- 
tain that doctrine is debatable. The dis- 
sents in Abrams, Schaeffer, and Pierce 
show how easily "dear and present dan- 
ger” is manipulated to crush what Bran- 
deis called "the fundamental right of 
fiee men to strive for better conditions 
through new legislation and new institu- 
tions” by argument and discourse supra. 
(1919) 252 U. S. 239 at 273. 64 L Ed 542 
at 558 even in time of war. Though I 
doubt if the "dear and present danger” 
test is congenial to the First Amendment 
in time of a declared war. I am certain 
it is not recondlable with the Rrst 
Amendment in days of peace. 

17. The Court quite properly overrules 
(1927) 274 US 357, 71 L Ed 1095, 47S Ct 
641. which involved advocacy for ideas 
which the majority of the Court deemed 
unsound and dangerous. 

18. Mr. Justice Holmes, though never 
lorroally abandoning the “dear and pre- 
sent danger” test moved closer to the 
First Amendment ideal when he said in 
dissent in Gitlow v. Hew York, 268 NY 
652. 673: 

"Every Idea Is an Indtemeat. It offers 
itself for belief and It believed it is act- 
ed on Unless some other belief outweighs 
it or some failure of energy stifles the 
movement at its birth. The only differ- 
ence between the expression of an opinion 
and an incitement in the narrower sense 
is the speaker’s enthusiasm lor the result. 
Eloquence may set fire to reason. But 
whatever may be thought of the redun- 
dant discourse before us it had no chance 
of starting a present conflagration. If in 
the long run the beliefs expressed in 
proletarian dictatorship are desUned to 
be accepted by the dominant forces of 
the community, the only meaning of free 
speech is that they shoiild be given their 
chance and have their way.” 

We have never been faithful to'the phi- 
losophy of that dissent. 

19. The Court in (1937) 301 US 242. 
81 L Ed 1066. 57 S Ct 732. overturned a 
conviction for exercising Hrst Amend- 
ment rights to incite insurrection because 
of lack of evidence of incitement. 301 US, 
at 259-261. 81 L Ed at 1075, 1076 and 
see Hartzel v. United States. (1943) 322 
US 680. 88 L Ed 1534, 64 .S Ct 1233. fo 
Bridges V. California. (1941) 314 US 252, 
261-263. 86 1, Ed 192. 202. 203. 62 S Ct 
190, we approved the "dear 'and present 
danger” test In an elaborate riirti iTw that 


ri ghten ed it and Confined It to e narrow 
category. But in (1951) 341 US 494, 95 L 
1137, 71 S Ct 857. we opened wide 
the door, distorting the "clear and pre- 
eent danger” beyond recognition. (1) 

20. In that case the prosecution dub- 
bed an agreement to teach the Marxist 
creed — a "conspiracy.” The case was 
submitted to a jury on a charge that the 
jury could not convict unless they foimd 
that defendants "intended to overthrow 
the government 'as speedily as circum- 
stances would’ permit.” (1951) 341 US, 
494 at 509-511, 95 L Ed 1137 at 1152, 
1153. The Court sustained convictions 
under that charge, construing it to mean 
a determination of "whether the gravity 
of the 'evil, discounted by its improbabi- 
lity. justifies such invasion of free speech 
as is necessary to avoid the danger,’ ” (2) 
Id., 510. 95 L Ed at 1153, 

21. Out of the "clear and present dan- 
ger” test came other offspring. Advocacy 
and teaching of forcible overthrow of 
government as an abstract principle is 
immune from prosecution, (1957) 354 US 
298. 318. 1 L Ed 2d 1356. 1374. 77 S Ct 
106^ But an "acUve” member, who has 
a guilty knowledge and intent of the aim 
to overthrow the Government by vio- 
lence. (1961) 367 US 290. 6 L Ed 2d 836, 
81 S Ct 1517. may be prosecuted. Scales 
V. United States. n961) 367 US 203. 228, 
6 L Ed 2d 782, 800. 6l S Ct 1469. And 
the power to investigate, backed by the 
powerful sanction of contempt, includes 
the power to determine which of the two 
categories fits the particular witness. 
Barenblatt v. United States. (1958) 360 
US 109. 130. 3 E Ed 2d 2115, 1131. 79 S 
Ct 1081. And so the investigator roams 
at will through all of the beliefs of the 
witness, ransacking his conscience and his 
Innermost thoughts. 

22. Judge Learned Hand, who wrote 
for the Court of Appeals in affirming flje 
judgment in Dennis, coined the "hot hn- 
probafale” test, 183 F 2d 201, 214. which 
tills Court adopted and which Judge 
Hand preferred over the "clear and pre- 
sent danger” test Indeed, in his book. 
The Bill of Rights, p. 59 (1953). In referr- 
ing to Holmes* creation of the "clear and 

K ent dangeri’ test he said. "I cannot 
thinking that for once Homer nodd- 
ed.” 


23. My own view Is quite different 
I see no place in the regime of the First 
Amendment for any "(dear and present 


1. See McKay. The Preference Fog 
Freedom, 34 NYUL Rev 1182, 1203 — » 
1212 (1959). 

2. See Felner y. New York, 340 US 
315. 95 L Ed 295. 71 S Ct 203. where a 
spe^er was arrested for arousing an 
audience when the only "clear and pre- 
sent danger” was that the hecklers In tiw 
audience would break up the meeting, 
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danger” test whether strict and tight as 
some would make it or free-wheeling as 
ihe Court in Dennis rephrased it. 

24. When one reads the opinions close- 
ly and sees when and how the "clear and 
present danger” test has been appMed, 
great misgivings are aroused. First, the 
threats were often loud but always puny 
and made serious only by judges so 
wedded to the status quo that critical 
analysis made them nervous. Second, 
the t^ was so twisted and perverted in 
Dennis as to make the trial of those 
teachers of Marxism an all out political 
trial which was part and parcel of the 
Cold War that has eroded substantial 
parts of the First Amendment 

25. Action is often a method of ex- 
pression and within the protection of the 
First Amendment 

26. Suppose one tears up his own copy 
of the Constitution in eloquent protest to 
a decision of this Court May he be in- 
dicted? 

27. Suppose one rii^ his own Bible to 
shreds to celebrate his departure from 
one "faith” and his embrace of atheism. 
May he be indicted? 

28. Last Term the Court held in 

United States v. O’Brien, (1967] 391 US 
367. — , 20 L Ed 2d 672, 89 S Ct 63. 

that a registrant under Selective Service 
who burned his draft card in protest to 
the war in Vietnam could be prosecuted. 
The First Amendment was tendered^ as 
a defense and rejected, the Court saying: 

"The issuance of certificates indicatog 
the registration and eligibility classifica- 
tion of individuals is a legitimate and 
substantial administrative aid in the f^- 
ctioning of this system. And legislation 
to insure the continuing availability of 
Issued certificates serves a legitimate and 
substantial purpose in the system's admi- 
nistration." 391 US at 377, 20 L Ed 2d 
at 680. 

29. But O’Brien was not prosecuted 
■for not having his draft card available 
when asked for by a federal agent. He 
was indicted, tried, and convicted for 
burning the card. And this Court’s afto* 
mance of that conviction was not. vdtb 
all re.spect, consistent with the First 
Amendment. 

30. The act of praying often involves 
body posture and movement as well as 
utterances. It is nonetheless protected by 
the Free Exercise Clause. Picketing. 
v/e have said on numerous occasions, is 
"free speech plus.” See Bakery Drivers 
Local V. Wliol. (1941) 315 US 769, 775, 86 L 
Ed 1178. 1183, G2 S Ct 810 (Douglas, J., con- 
curring); Giboney v. Empire Storage Co., 
(1948) .336 US 490. 501, 93 L Ed 834. 843, 
69 S Ct 684; Hughes v. Superior Court, 
(1949) 339 US 460. 465. 94 LEd 985,992.70 
set 718; Labor Board v. Fruit Packers, 


(1963) 377 US 58. 77. 12 L Ed 2d 129, 141. 
^ S Ct 1063 (Black, J., concurring), and 
a963) 377 US, at 93. 12 L Ed 2d at 150 
‘hssenting); Cox v. Louisiana, 
(1964) 379 US 559. 578, 13 L Ed 2d 487, 
500, 85 S Ct 476 (opinion of Black, J.,): 
Food Employees v. Logan Plaza, (1967) 
391 US 308, 326. 20 L Ed 2d 603, 616, 88 
S Ct 160L That means that it can be 
regulated when it comes to the "plus” or 
"action” side of the protest. It can be 
regulated as to the number of pickets and 
the place and hours (1964) 379 US 559 
— 13 L Ed 2d 487 ; 85 S Ct 476 supra, 
because traffic and other community pro- 
blems would otherwise suffer. 


31, But none of these considerations 
are implicated in the symbolic protest to 
the Vietnam war in the burning of a 
draft card. 


32. One’s beliefs have long been 
thought to be sanctuaries which govern- 
ment could not invada Barenblatt is 
one example of the ease with which that 
sanctuary can be violated. The lines 
drawn by the Court between the crimi- 
nal act of being an "active” Communist 
and_ the innocent act of being a nominal 
or inactive Communist mark the differ- 
ence only between deep and abiding be- 
lief and casual or imcertain belief. But 
I think that all matters of Iselief are be- 
yond the reach of subpoenas or the prob- 
mg-s of investigators. That is why the 
invasions of privacy made by inve^gat- 
ing committees was notoriously unconsti- 
tutionaL That is the deep-seated fault in 
i^amous loyalty-security hearings which, 
since 1947 when Truman laimch^ them, 
have processed 20,000,000 men and wo- 
men. Those hearings were primarily 
concerned with one’s thoughts, ideas, be- 
liefs. and convictions. They were the 
most blatant violations of the First 
Amendment we have ever known. 


33, The line between what is permis- 
rible and not subject to control and what 
may be made impermissible and subject 
to regulation is the line between ideas 
and overt acts. 

34, The example usually given by 
those who would punish speech is the 
case of one who falsely shouts fire in a 
crowded theatre 

35, This is, however, a classic case 
where speech is brigaded with addon. See 
Speiser v. Randall, (1957) 357 US 513, 
636-537, 2 L Ed 2d 1460. 1478, 1479. 78 
S Ct 1332. They are indeed inseparable 
and a prosecution can bo launched for 
the overt acts actually caused. Apart 
from rare instances of that kind, speech 
Is. I think, immune from prosecution. 
Certainly there is no constitutional line 
between advocacy of abstract ideas as in 
Tates and advocacy' of political action as 
In Scales. The quality of advocacy turns 
on the depth of the conviction; and Rov- 
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emment has no power to Invade that 
sanctuary of bdief and co nscience. (3) 

3. See 7>Ir. Justice Black dissenting in 
Conitnunications Assn, v. Douds, 339 US 
382, 446.449et5eq..g4L£d 925,968. 970. 
70 S Ct 674. 
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Ted Steven Chimel, Petitioner V. State 
of California, Respondent 
(No. 770) Decided on 23-6-1965. 

Constitotion of India, Arts. 19 (0 ( 0 , 20 
p) — American case Arrest of person 
in his home — Search of the wbole boose 
witboot warrant — Contravention of 4(h 
and 14th Amendments of American Con- 
stitution — (Criminal P. C. (1898). S. 36) 
“ ((Tonstitntion of America, Ponrlh 
Amendment and Fonrteenth Amendment). 
(1917) b21 U. S. 145 - 91 L Ed 1399 
67 S Ct 1098 & (1950) 339 U. S. 56 - 34 
L Ed 653 70 S Ct 430, Overmled; 61 

Cal Rptr. 714 and 68 Cal Ed 436 « 439 
F 2d 233 ~ 67 Cal Rptr. 421. Reversed. 

The accused was arrested in his home 
for burglarv of a coin-shop. After arrest 
the police conducted a seardi of his entire 
houses Including the attic, the garage, a 
iwnati workshop and various drawers. 
During his trial various items, ptimarOv 
coins, which were found in the search 
were admitted in evidence against him. 
Objections by accused against such adnds- 
sion were overruled and the acctmd was 
convicted. Court of appeal and the State 
Supreme Court alfiimed the convio- 
tion. holding that although the officers 
bad no searcdi warrants, the search of 
the house was justifi^ on the g rou n d 
that it had been incident to a valid arrest. 
Reverting the decitions of the apptilate 
Courts, United States Supreme Court 

Htid (Stewart J. for the majority) that 
tisce the search of the hoiise went far 
beyond the person of the accused and the 
area within which he might have obtain- 
ed either a weapon or something that 
could have been used as evidence against 
him. and since there was no constitutional 
Justification, in the ab^ce of search 
warrant, for extending the search beyond 
that area, the scope of the s^rch 
was unreasonable under the 4th end the 
14th Amendments and that the comdc- 
•tioa of the accused cotzld cot stand, (1947) 
331 U.S. 145 “ 91L Ed 1399 - 67S Ct 
1098 & (1950) 339 U. S. 56 = 94 L Ed 653 
=•70 S Ct 430, Overruled^ 61 Cai Bptr. 
714 & 68 Cal Ed 436 « 439 P 2d 333 - 
67 Cal Rptr. 421 Reversed. 

(Paras 14, 16, 17. IS, 21) 
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SUMMARY, 

After arresting the defendant in ^ 
Home for burglary of a coin shop, police 
officers conducted a search of his entire 
three-bedroom house, including the attic, 
the garage, a small workshop, and v^~ 
ous drawers. Over the defendant’s objec- 
tion, various items — ^primarily coins— 
which were found through the_ search 
were admitted into evidence against him 
at his trial for burglary in a_ California 
Superior Court; he was convicted; and 
his conviction was affirmed by the Cali- 
fornia Court of Appeal {61 Cal Rptr 714) 
and the California Supreme Court (68 Cal 
2d 436, 439 P 2d 333, 67 Cal Rptr 421), 
both Courts holding that although the 
officers had no searcli warrant thes^rch 
of tlie defendant’s home had been justi- 
fied on the ground that it had been inci- 
dent to a valid arrest 

On certiorari, the United States 
Supreme Court reversed. In an opinion 
by STEWART, J., expressing the wews 
of six members of the court and overrul- 
ing Harris v. United States, 33L US 145, 


91 L Ed 1399, 67 S Ct 1098, and United 
States V. RabinoTOtz, 339 US 56 94 L 
Ed 653. 70 S Ct 430, it was held that since 
the search of the defendant’s home went 
far beyond his person and the area from 
■mt^ which he might have obtained 
mther a weapon or something that could 
have been used as evidence against him, 
Md since fiiere was no constitutional jus- 
tification, in the absence of a search war- 
rmt, for extending the search beyond 
that area, the scope of the search was un- 
reasonable under the Fourth and Four- 
teenth Amendments, and the defendant’s 
conviction could not stand. 

Harlan, j,, concurring. Joined th’s 
court’s opinion, but express^ concern for 
the profoimd changes which the "incor- 
poration doctrine" had wrought both in 
the workings of the federal system and 
upon the adjudicative processes of the 
Supreme Court. 

WHITE, J., joined by BLACK, J., dis- 
sented on the ground that since there was 
probable cause for a broad search for evi- 
dence, and the fact of arrest supplied an 
exigent circumstance justifying police 
action without the delay of obtaining a 
search warrant, because of the danger of 
the evidence being removed in the mean- 
time, a search without a warrant was 
reasonable. 

OPINION OF THE COURT 

MK. JUSTICE STEWART dehvered fha 
opinion of the Court. 

This case raises basic questions con- 
cerning the permissible scope under the 
Fourth Amendment of a search inddeaf 
io a lawful arrest. 

2. The relevant facts are essentially un- 
disputed. Late in the afternoon of Sept- 
ember 13, 1965, three police officers arriv- 
ed at tile Santa Ana, California, home of 
the petitioner with a warrant authorizing 
his arrest for the burglary of a coin shop. 
The officers knocked on the door, fdenti- 
fied themselves to the petitioner’s wife, 
and asked if they might come inside. She 
ushered them into the house, where they 
waited 10 or 15 minutes until the peti- 
tioner returned home from work. When 
the petitioner entered the house, one of 
the officers handed him the arrest war- 
rant and asked for permission to "look 
around.” The petitioner objected, but 
was advised that "on the basis of the law- 
ful arrest,” the officers would nonethe- 
less conduct Q search. No search warrant 
had been issued, 

S. Accompanied by the petitioneris 
wife, the officers then looked through 
the entire three-bedroom house. In- 
cluding house, including the attic, the 
garage, and a small workshop. In some 
rooms the search was relatively cur- 
sory, in the master bedroom and 
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xoom. however, tte officers 

the petitioner’s wife to open 

drawers and "to physicaUy move con- 
tents of the drawers from side to side so 
that itheyl might view ^y It^ 
would have come from Ithej burgiafT- 
After completing the search, they smed 
numerous items— primarily coins, hut ^ 
aeveral medals, tokens, and a few ^er 
objects: The entire search took between 
45 minutes and an hour. 

4. At the petitioner’s subsequent State 
trial on two charges of burglary, me 
Items taken from his house were adrnm- 
ed into evidence against him. over to 
objection that they had been uneonsUtu- 
tionally seized. He was convicted, ana 
the judgments of conviction were afCr^ 
ed by both the California Distort Cfoirt 
of Appeal. 61 Cal Bptr 714 
fomia Supreme Court. 63 Cal 2d 436. 439 
P 2d 333, 67 Cal Rptr 421. Both cot^ 
accepted the petitioner’s contenUM that 
the arrest warrant was invalid becau^ 
the supporting affi^yit wm Mt “ 

conclusory tenns(l) but held t^t nnce 
the arresting officers had procured the war- 
rant “in good faith," and since in any event 
they had had suffideot lafonnahon to con* 
rttete probable cause for the petiliM«s 
arrest, teat arrest had b^ From 

this conclusion the appellate Courts went 
on to hold teat the search of tee petibooers 
home had been justified, despite 
of a search warrant, on the ground that It 
had been incident to a valid arrest. We 
crinted certiorari in order to eonsidw the 
petitioners substantial 

S93 US 958, 21 L Ed 2d 372, 89 S Ct 404. 

5. Without dedding the question, w 
proceed on the hypothesis that tee 
fomia Courts were correct in bolding 
the airot of the pefitioDer was valid ondCT 
tee Constitution. This brings us diret^y 
to the question whether the ,wanantl« 
search of the petitioner’s entire house can be 
constitotion^y justified as inddent to that 
nrrest. The decisions of this Cou rt be aring 
upon riiot question have been far from con- 
sistent, as even the most cursory review 
mitees evident 

6. Approval of a warrantless search fnd- 
dent to a lawful arrest seems first to have 
b een articulated by the Court m 1914 as 
dictum in Weeks v. United States, 232 US 
SS3. 58 L Ed 652, 34 S Ct 341, LRA 1915 
B 834, in whidi the Court stated: 


"What then is tee present case? Before 
answering that inquiry specifically, it may 


1. The affidavit supporting the warrant 
!s set out in the opinion of the District 
Court of Appeal. 61 Cal Rptr, at 715-716. 
n 1. and the State does not challenge its 
Insoffideocy under the principles of Aguliar 
V. Texas, 378 US 108, 12 L Ed 2d 723. 84 
S Ct 1509. and SpindU v. United States; 393 
US 410. 21 L Ed 637, 89 S Ct 5S4. 


be well by a process of eidusion to state 
what it is not. It is not an assertion of 
the rijihl on the part of the Govemmenb al- 
ways recognized under English and American 
law to search the person of the accused 
when leg^y arrested to discover _and seize 
the fruits or evidences of rmme. Id, at 
892. 58 L Ed at 655, LRA 1915 B 834. 

That statement made no reference to any 
riglrt to search the place where an arrert 
occurs, but was limitw to a ri^f to search 
the "person." Eleven years hter lbe_case 
of Carroll v. United Stales, 267 US 132, TO 
L Ed 543. 45 S Ct 280, 39 ALR 790. brou^t 
the follon^g embellishment of tee Weeks 
statement: ^ . 

"When a man fa legally arrested for an 
offense, whatever fa found upon his person 
‘or In his contror which it is unlawful for 
bim to have and which may be used to prove 
the offense may be seized and held as evi- 
dence in the prosecution." Id, at 158, 
69 L Ed at S53, 89 ALR 700. ^m- 
phasfa (here in * *) added.) 

ShP, that assertion too was for from a cla i m 
that the “plaoe" where one fa arrested znav 
be searched so long as the arrest fa valid 
Without explanation, however, the principle 
emerged in expand^ form a few months 
later in Agneflo v. United States, 289 US 
20, 70 L Ed 145, 46 S Ct 4. 51 ALR 409 — 
althou^ still by way of dictum: 

*^e light without a search warrant con- 
tcroporaneously to search persons lawfully ar- 
restra wbOe committing crime and to search 
the plai» where the arrest fa made in order 
to find end seize things connected with the 
crime as its fruits or as the means by which 
it was committed as well as weapons and 
other thin gs to effect an escape from custody, 
is not to be doubted. See 267 US 132. 

(69 L Ed 543, 553, 45 S Ct 280. 39 ALR 
7901; 232 US SS3, 392 (58 L Ed 652. 655, 
34 S Ct 341. LRA 1915B 834]." 269 US 
at SO, 70 L Ed at 148, 51 ALR 409. 

And in hfarron v. Unitm States. 275 US 192. 
72 L Ed 231. 48 S Ct 74, two years later, 
tee dictum of Agnello appeared to be the 
foundation of the Court’s decision. In that 
case federal agents had secured a search 
war r a nt authoring the seizure of liqour and 
certain articles used in its manufocture. 
When they arrived at the premises to bo 
searched, they saw “that the place was used 
for retailing and drinking intoncating 
liquors." Id. at 194, 72 L Ed at 236. They 
proceeded to arrest the person in rtiarge and 
to execute the w ar r a nt. In searching a closet 
for tee items listed in the warrant they came 
across an incriminating ledger, concededly 
not covered by the warrant, which they 
also seized, lie Court upheld the seizure 
of the ledger by holding that since the 
agents had made a lawfid arrest, “[tl bey 
had a light without a warrant contempora- 
neously to search the place in order to find 
and seize the thins used to tarry on the 
criminal eaterprise.*^ Id, at 199, 72 L 
at 238. 
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7. That the Marron opinion did not mean 
all that it seemed to say became evident, 
however, a few years later in Go-Bart Im- 
porting Co, V. United States, 282 US 344, 
75 L Ed 374, 51 S Ct 153, and United 
States V. Lefkowitz, 285 US 452, 76 L Ed 
877, 52 S Ct 420, 82 ALB 775. In both 
of those cases the opinion of the Coint was 
written by Mr. Justice Butler, who had au- 
thored the opinion in Marron. In Go-Bart, 
agents had searched the ofiRce of persons 
whom they had lawfully aiTested,(2) and had 
taken several papers from a desk, a safe, and 
other parts or the ofBce. The Court noted 
that no crime had been committed in the 
agents’ presence, and that although the 
agent in charge 'had an abundance of in- 
formation and time to swear out a vah'd 
(search) warrant, he failed to do so.” 282 US 
at 358, 75 L Ed at 383. In holding the 
search and seizure unlawful, the Court stat- 
ed: 

‘Tlainly the case before us is essentially 
different from 275 US 192 [72 L Ed 231, 
48 S Ct 74]. There, officers executing a valid 
search warrant for intoxicating liquors found 
and arrested one Birdsall who in pursuance 
of a conspiracy was actually engaged in run- 
ning a saloon. As an incident to the arrest 
they seized a ledger in a closet where the 
liquor or some of it was kept and some biUs 
beside the cash register. These things were 
visible and accessible and in the offender’s 
immediate custody. There was no threat of 
force or general search or rummaging of the 
place.” 282 US, at 358, 75 L Ed at 383. 
This limited characterization of Maroon was 
reiterated in Lefkowitz, a case in which the 
Court held unlawful a search of desk 
drawers and a cabinet d^ite the fact that 
the search had accompanied a lawful arrest. 
285 US, at 465, 76 L Ed at 8S2, 82 ALR 
775. 

8. The limiting views expressed in Go-Bart 
and Lefkowitz were thrown to the winds, 
however, in Haris v. United States, 331 US 
145, 91 L Ed 1399, 67 S Ct 1098, decided 
in 1947. In that case, officers had obtained 
a warrant for Harris’ arrest on the basis of 
his alleged involvement with the cashing and 
interstate transportation of a forged check. 
He .was arrested in the living room of Iris 
four-room apartment, and in an attempt to 
recover two canceled checks tliought to 
have been used in effecting the forgery, the 
officers undertook a tliorough search of the 
entire apartment. Inside a desk drawer they 
found a scaled envelope marked “George 
Harris,' personal papers.” The envelope, 
which was then tom open, was found to 
contain altered selective service, documents 
and those documents were used to sccuro 
Harris’ con'viction for riolating tlio SclecUvo 
Training and Service Act of 1940, The Court 
rejected Harris’ FourUi Amendment claim, 

2. Tlie Court assumed that the arrests 
v.'crc lawfuL 282 US, at 8o6, 7o L Ed at 
SSI. 


sustaining the search as “incident to arrest” 
Id. at 151, 91 L Ed at 1406. 

9. Only a year after Harris, however the 
pendulum swung again. In Trupiano v. 
United States, 334 US 699, 92 L Ed 1663, 
68 S Ct 1229, agents raided the site of an 
illicit distillery, saw one of several conspi- 
rators operating the still, and arrested him, 
contemporaneously “seiz[ing] the illicit distil- 
lery.” Id, at 702, 92 L Ed at 1667. The 
Court held that the arrest and others made 
subsequently had been valid, but that the 
unexplained failure of the agents to procure 
a search warrant — in spite of the fact that 
they had had more than enough time before 
the raid to do so — rendered the search 
unlawfuL The opinion stated: 

'Tt is a cardinal rule, that, in seizing goods 
and articles, law enforcement agents must 
secure and use search warrants wherever rea- 
sonably practicable This rule rests 

upon the desirability of having magistrates 
rather than poh'ce officers determine when 
searches and seizures are permissible and 
what limitations should be placed upon such 

activities To provide the necessary 

security against unreasonable intrusions 
upon the private lives of individuals, the 
framers of the Fourth Amendment required 
adherence to judicial processes wherever 
possible. And subsequent history has con- 
firmed the wisdom of that requiremenL 


“A search or seizure ■without a warrant as 
an incident to a lawful arrest has ahrays 
been considered to be a strictly limited right, 
It grows out of the inherent necessities of 
the situation at the time of the arrest. But 
there must he something more in the way 
of necessity tlian merely a lawful arrest.” li 
at 705, 708, 92 L Ed at 1669, 1671. 

10. In 1950, two years after Trupiano (3) 
came United States v. Rahinowtz, 339 US 
5G, 94 L Ed 653, 70 S Ct 430, the decision 
upon which California primarily relies in 
the case now before us. In Rabinowitz, 
federal authorities had been informed that 
the defendant was dealing in stamps bear- 
ing forged overprints. On the basis of that 
information they secured a warrant for his 
arrest, which they executed at his one-room 
business office. At the time of the arrest; 
tlie officers “searched the desk, safe, and filo 
cabinets in tlie office for about an hour and 
a halP Id at 59, 94 L Ed at 656, and seiz- 
ed .573 stamps with forged overprints. Tha 
stamps were admitted into evidence at tlio 
defendant’s trial, and this Court affirmed Iris 
conviction, rejecting the contention that tho 
■warrantless searcli had been unlawful. Tho 
Court held tliat the search in its entirety fell 
within tlie principle giving law enforcement 
authorities ‘[t]he right ‘to search the placo 
where tlie arrest is made in order to find 
and seize things connected with the crirao, 

S. See also McDonald v. United State, 
S33 US 451, 93 L Ed 153, 69 S Ct 191. 
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at 61, 64 L Ed at 658. Mped speed tiie movement For indepea- 
Ha^’-w^'reEarded as ^ample authorit/* for dence.(5) In the scheme of the Amendm^ 
that conclusion. Id., at 63, 94 L Ed at 658. thereW the re«^ment that no War- 
The opinion reiected the rule of Trupiam rants shall issue, but upon probable cause, 
that “hi seizing goods and articles, law cn- idays a cru^ ^ M *a put it 

forcement acents must secure use search In McDonald v. Umted States, 835 US 451, 
wSever reasonably praottaUe.- 63 L Ed 153, 69 S Ct 191: , 

The test, said the Court, “is not whedier It “Ve are not dealing with formalities. The 
is reasonable to procure a seanih warrant presence of a search warrant serves a hi^ 
but whether the search was reasonable." Id, tonclion. Absent some ^ve emergency, 
et 65 94 L Ed at 660. “6 Fourth Amendment has interposed a 

’ _ , , .. , ^ magistiate between the citizen and the police. 

11. Eabmowite has come to stand W ^his was done not to shield crimi^ nor 


the proposition, inter alia, that a warrant- 
less search "incident to a lawful arrest" may 


, f ® to mahe the home a safe haven for ille^ 

iwiid anesr m^ *‘^’dties. It was done so that an objective 


merany edend to_th. fa , 


der^ to bo in the “possesion* 


^ — r — — - privacy in orde to enforce the law. The 

control of the person mested.(4) Md it p^yacy was deemed too predous to 

on the basB of ^t proposibon that entrust to the discretion of those whose Job 
Cahfonua Courts upheld the search of Ao ^ detection of crime and the arrest of 

petitioners enbre hoiue m ^e. That crt^^j^als And so the Constitution 

^tnn& hwever, at 1^ in the broad sense requires a magistiate to pass on the desires 
to which It appLed by the they violate the privacy 

Copfa m this case, can withstand neither his- jj^e^ome. We cannot be true to that 
toncal nor zahonal analysis. constitutional reauirement and excuse the ab- 


coDstitntional requirement and excuse the ab- 


Even limited to its own facts, the Rabtne- sence of a seai^ warrant without a show* 


Witz decision was, as we have seen, hardly 


^Dse who se^ exemption from the 


founded on an unimpeachable line of autho* constitutional mandate that the exigencies of 
rity. As Mr. Justice FranWuiter commented the situation made that course Imperative." 
to dissent in mat ease, the “hlntT contained Id, at 455’456, 93 L Ed at 158. 
to Weela was, wiiout persuasive ju^w- Evra to the Agnello ease the Court reli^ 
tloa, "loosely tnraed into dictum and mam tjpon the rule that “rbjeh'ef, however well 
devated to a decision." M9 US 56 at 75, 94 foimded, that an articJe sou^t is conceded 
L Ed 653 at 665. And the approach taken in a dwelling house furnishes no jastiSoation 
to cases such as Go-Bart Lefkowitz, aM for a search of that place without a warrant, 
Trupiano was essentially disregarded by the And such searches are held unlaw^ sot- 
liabinowlto Court withs^dtog facts uncpiestionably showing 

U, Nor is file rationale by which the J?®,.?? 

State seeks here to sustain the search of the “ 1^5 ^ ^ ALR 409. dearly, the 

petitioner’s house suppo rte d by a reasoned g^oal requireniTOt that a search warrant be 
view of file backgrorad and pmpose of the oototoM fa li^tly to bo dispensed with. 
Fourth Amendment hir. Justice Frankfur- and toe buiden fa on mose seeldDg [an] ex- 
ter wisely pointed out in his Rabinowite dfa- Itrom the reqidrement] to show the 

sent Q>at the Amendment’s proscription of ,* • • • • • United States v. 

“unreasonable searches srizur^ must US 48, 51, 86 L ^ 59, 64, 

be read to li^it of "the histor)' that gave rise 7- o Ct 83. 


be read to li^t of "the histor)' that gave rise 7- o Ct 83. 
to the words" — a history of “anuses so 13. Only last T« 
deeply felt by file Colonies as to be one of 892 US I, 20 L Ed 
the potent causes of the Revolution. we emphasized that 


13. Only last Term, to Terry v. Ohio, 
892 US 1, 20 L Ed M 889, 88 S Ct 3868, 
we emphasfaed that "the police must, when- 


639 US, 58 at 69, 94 L Ed 6M at 6^ ever, practicable, obtain advance Judicial 

Amendment was to large part a reaction to approval of searches and seizures through the 
the general warr a nts and warrantless searches warrant procedure," Id., at 20, 20 L Ed 2d 
that had so alienated the colonies and had at 905, (6) and that "[t]he’ scope of [a] 
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most Bo ‘strictly tied to md jastiaed 
by the circumstances which rendered its 
mtiation permissible.” Id., at 19, 20 L Ed 
■2d at 904. The search -undertaken by the 


• — ~ » MW UJLXUI 

ofBcer in that “stop and frisk’^' case was sus- 
tained under^that because it was no 
more than a “protective search for wea- 

pons.” Id., at 29, 20 L Ed 2d at 910. But 
in a companion case, Sibron v. New York. 
892 US 40, 20 L Ed 2d 917, 88 S Ct 188^ 
we applied the same standard to another set 
of facts and reached a contrary result; hold- 
ing that a policeman’s action in thrusting his 
hand into a suspect’s pocket had been neither 
motivated by nor limited to the objective 
of protection.{7) Bather, the search had 
been made in order to find narcotics, which 
were in fact found. 

^ 14. A similar analysis underlies the 
search incident to arrest” principle, and 
marks its proper extent. When an arrest is 
made, it is reasonable for the arresting office! 
to search the person arrested in order to re- 
move any weapons that tho latter rm'ghl 
seek to use in order to resist arrest or effect 
his escape. Otherwise, the officer’s safetj 
mi^t well be endangered, and the arrest it- 
self frustrated. La addition, it is entirely rea- 
sonable for the arresting officer to search for, 
and seize any evidence on the arrestee’s per- 
• son in order to prevent its concealment or 
destruction. And the area into which an 
arrestee mi^t reach in order to grab a wea- 
pon or evidentiary items must; of course, be 
governed by a like rule. A gun on a table 
or in a drawer in front of one who is arrest- 
ed can be as dangerous to ttie arresting offi- 
cer as one concerned in the clothing of the 
person arrested. There is ample justification, 
therefore, for a search of the arrestee’s per- 
son and the area “within his immediate con- 
trol” — construing that phrase to mean the 
area from within which he mi^t gain pos- 
session of a weapon or destructible evidence, 

15, There is no comparable justification, 
however, for routinely searching rooms other 
than that in which an arrest occurs — or, for 
that matter, for searching through all the 
desk drawers or other closed or concealed 
areas in that room itself. Such searches, in 
the absence of well-recognized exceptions, 
may be made only under the authority of a 
search warrant.(8) The "adherence to judi- 
cial processes” mandated by the Fourth 
Amendment requires no less.' 

IG. Tliis is the principle that -underlay 
our decision in Preston v. United States, 376 

L Ed 2d 576, 585. 88 S Ct 507; Warden 
V. Hayden, 387 US 294, 299, IS L Ed 2d 
782, 787, 87 S Ct 1642; Preston v. United 
States, 376 US 364, 367, 11 L Ed 2d 777, 
780. 84 S Ct 881. 

7, Our Sibron opinion dealt -nath ttvo 
cases. Wo refer here to No. 63, involving 
ilio appellant Sibron, See infra, p — , 23 
Ed 2d p. 694, 

8. See Katz v. United States, 889 US 847, 
857-358, 19 L Ed 2d 570, 585, 88 S Ct 507. 


US 864, 11 L Ed 2d 777, 84 S a 881. In 
tnat (^e three men had been arrested in a 
parked car, which had later been towed to 
a garage and searched by police. We held 
toe search to have been unlawful under the 
Fo^ Ammdmenf; despite the contention 
toat it had been incidental to a vrdid arrest. 
Our reasoning was straightforward: 

"The ride allowing contemporaneous scar- 
ves IS justified, for example, by toe need 
to^ seize weapons and other things which 
imght be used to assault an officer or effect 
sm escape, as well as by toe need to prevent 
too destruction of evidence of toe crime — < 
things which nnght easily happen where the 
weapon or evidence is on the accused’s per- 
son or under his immediate control. But 
toese justifications are absent where a search 
is remote in time or place from the arrest” 
Id., at 367, 11 L Ed 2d at 780.(9) 

The same basic principle was reflected in 
our opiffion last Term in Sibron. That opin- 
ion dealt with Peters v. New York, 892 US 
40, 20 L Ed 2d 917, 88 S Ct 1889, as well 
as -with Sibron’s case, (1968) 892 US 40 20 
L Ed 2d 917, 88 S Ct 1889 and Peteis in- 
volved a search toat we upheld as incident 
to a proper arrest We sustained toe search, 
however, only because its scope had been 
reasonably limited” by toe “need to seize 
weapons” and “to prevent toe destruction of 
evidence,” to which Preston had referred. We 
emphasized toat toe arresting officer “did not 
engage in an unrestrainal and thoroughgoing 
examination of Peters and his personal effects. 
He seized him to cut short his ffight, and he 
searched him primarily for weapons.” 892 
US, at 67, 20 L Ed 2d at 937. 

17. It is armed in the present case toat 
it is ‘‘reasonable” to search a man’s house 
when he is aixested in it But toat argu- 
ment is founded on little more than a sub-, 
jectiye -view regarding the acceptability of 
certain sorts of polico conduct; and not on 
considerations relevant to Fourth Amend- 
ment interests. Under such an unconfined 
analysis. Fourth Amendment protection ini 
this area would approach toe evaporation 
point. It is not easy to explain xvhj; for 
instance, it is less subjectively "reasonable” 
to search a man’s house when he is arrested 
on his front lawn — or j'ust down the street 
— than it is when ho happens to be in too 

9. Our holding today is of course entirely 
consistent w-ith the recognized principle toat, 
assuming the existence of probable cause, 
automobiles and otoer vehicles in.ay bo sc.-ir- 
ched without warrants "where it is not prac- 
ticable to secure a warrant because the veJii- 
clo can bo quickly moved out of tiic locality 
or jurisdiction in which the warrant must be 
sought” Carroll v. United States, 267 US 
132, 153, 69 L Ed 543, 551, 45 S Ct 2S0. 39 
ALB 790; see Brinegar v. United Slates, 338 
US ICO, 93 L Ed 1879, 69 S Ct 1302, 
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Louse at the time of arrest(lO) As Mr. Jus- 
tice Frankfurter put it: 

*To say that the search must he reason- 
able is to require some criterion of reason. 
It is no guide at all either for a jury or lot 
district judges or the^ police to say that an 
'unreasonable search’ is forbidden — that 
the search must be reasonable. What is the 
test of reason which makes a search reason- 
able? The test is the reason underlying and 
expressed by the Fourth Amendment; the 
history and the experience which it embodies 
and tne safeguards afforded hy it against the 
ev^ to which it was a response." 339 US, 
56 at 83, 94 L Ed 653 at 669 (dissenting 
opinion). 

Thus, aldiou^ "[tihe recuiriii^ questions of 
the reasonableness of searches’^ depend upon 
“the facts and circurmtances — the total at- 
mosphere of the case," Id., at 63, 60, 94 I. 
Ed at 659, 660 (opinion of the Court), those 
facts and circumstances must be viewed in 
the light of established Fourth Amendment 
principles. 

18. It %vould he possible, of course, to 
draw a line between Rabinowitz and Harris 
on the one hand, and this case on the other. 
For Rabinowitz involved a single room, and 
Harris a four-room apartment, while in the 
case before us an entire house was searched. 
But such a distinction would be highly arti- 
Bcial. The rationale that aflewed the sear- 
ches and seizures In Rabinowitz and Harris 
would allow the searches and seizures in this 
case. No consideration relevant to the 
Fourth Amendment suggests any point of 
rational limitation, once the search is allow- 
ed to go beyond the area from which the 
person arrested might obtain weapons or evi- 
dentiary items.(ll) The only reasoned dis- 
tinction is one between a search of the per- 
son arrested and the area within his reach 


10. Some courts have carried the Rabin- 
owitz approach to just such lengths. See, 
e.g., Clifton V. United States, 224 F2d 329 
(CA 4th Cir), cert denied 350 US 894. 100 
L Ed 786, 76 S Ct 152 (purchaser of illicit 
whiskey arrested in back yard of seller; sear^ 
of one room of house sustained); United 
States V. Jackson, 149 F Supp 937 (DC DC), 
rev’d on other grounds, 102 US App DC 
109, 250 F2d 772 (suspect arrested half a 
block from his rented room; search of room 
upheld). But see James v. Louisiana, ^2 US 
86, 15 I. Ed 2d 30, 86 S Ct 151 (p^ curiam). 

11. Cf. Mr. Justice Jackson’s dissenting 
comment in Harris; 

“The difficult widi this problem for me 
Is that once the search Is allowed to go 
beyond the person arrested and the objects 
upon him or in his immeiate physical con- 
trol, I see no practical limit mort of that 
set in the opiruon of the Court and that 
means to me no limit at alL” US, at 

197. 01 L Ed at 1431. \ 


<m the one hand, and more extensive searches 
on the other.(12) 

19. The petitioner correctly points out 
tha t one result of decisions such as Rabino- 
witz and Harris is to give law enforcement 
o^ials the importunity to engage in se^ 
ches not justifiOT by probable cause, by the 
simple expedient or arranging to arrest sus- 
pects at home rather than elsewhere. We 
do not suggest that the petitioner is nece?- 
sarily correct in his assertion that such a 
strategy was utilized here, (13) but the fact 
remains that had he been arrested earlier in 
the day, at bis place of employment rather 
than at home, no search of his house could 
have been made without a search warrant 
In any event, even apart from the possibility 
of such police tactics, the general point so 
forcefully made by Judge Learned Hand in 
United States v. Klrschenblatt, 16 F2d 20:^ 
remains: 

"After arresting a man in his house, to 
rummage at will among his papers in search 
of whatever will convict him, appears to us 

12, It is argued in dissent that so long 
as there Is probable cause to search the place 
where an arrest occurs, a search of that place 
should be permitted even thoi^ no search 
warrant has been obtained. This position 
seems to be based prindpally on two premi- 
ses: first, that once an arrest has been made^ 
the additional invasion of privacy stemming / 
from the accompanying search is "relatively 
minor": and second, that the victim of the 
search may “shortly thereafter^ obtain a 
judicial determination of whether the search 
was justified by probable cause. With res- 
pect to the second premise, one may initi^ly 
question whether all of the States in fact pro- 

the speedy suppression procedures the 
dissent assumes. More fundamentally, how- 
ever, we cannot accept the view that Fourth 
Amendment interests are vindicated so long 
as “the rights of the criminal" are “prtH 
teefjed] against introduction of evi- 

dence seized without probable cause.” The 
Amendment is designra to prevent, not 
simply to redress, unlawful police action. In 
any evenL we cannot Join in characterizing 
the invasion of privacy that results from a 
tojvto-bottom search of a man’s house as 
"minor." And we can see no reason why, 
rimply b^use some interference with an 
individual’s privacy and freedom of move- 
ment has lawfully taken place, further in- 
trusions should automatically be allowed 
despite die absence of a warrant that the 
Fourth Amendment would otherwise require. 

13. Although the warrant was issura at 
lO.OT a. m, and the arrest %vas not made 
until late in the afternoon, the Slate sug- 
gests that the delay is accounted for by nor- 
mal police procedures and by tlie heavy 
workload of the officer-in-charge. In addi- 
tion, that officer testified that he and bis col- 
leagues went to the petitioner’s bouse “to 

from approaching him at his place o£ 
business to cause him any problem there," 
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to be indistinguisbable from what might he 
done under a general warrant; indeed, the 
warrant would give more protection, for 
presumably it must be issued by a magistrate. 
True, by h3pothesis the power would not 
exist, if the supposed ofiEender were not found 
on the premises; but it is small consolation 
to know that one’s papers are safe only so 
long as one is not at home.” Id., at 203. 

20. Rabinowitz mid Harris have been the 
subject of critical commentary for many 
years,(14) and have been relied upon less 
and less in our own decisions .(15) It is time, 
for the reasons we have stated, to hold that 
on their own facts, and insofar as the prin- 
ciples they stand for are inconsistent with 
those that we have endorsed today, th^r are 
no longer to be foUowed- 

21. Application of sound Fourth Amend-' 
ment principles to the facts of this case pro- 
duces a clear result. The search here went 
far beyond the petitioner’s person and the 
area from within which he might have ob- 
tained either a weapon or something that 
could have been used as evidence a.gainst 
him. There was no constituh'onal justifica- 
tion, in the absence of a search warrant, for 
extending the search beyond that area. The 
scope of the search was, therefore, “unrea- 
sonable” under the Fourth and Fourteenth 
Amendments, and the petitioner's con'viction 
cannot stand.(16) 

22. Reve rsed, 

14. See, e.g., J. Landynsld, Search and 
Seizure and the Supreme Court 87-117 
(1966); Way, Increasing Scope of Search In- 
ddental to Arrest, 1959 Wash ULQ 261; 
Note, Scope Limitations for Searches Inci- 
dent to Arrest; 78 Yale LJ 433 (1969); Note, 
The Supreme Court 1966 Term, 81 flarv L 
Rev 69, 117-122 (1967). 

15: Cf. Dyke v. Taylor Implement Mfg, 
Co. 391 US 216; 220, 20 L Ed 2d 538, 542, 
88 S Ct 1472; Katz v. United States, 389 US 
at 857-358, n 20, 19 L Ed 2d at 586; War- 
den V. Hayden, 887 US, at 299, 18 L Ed 2d 
at 787; Stoner v. California, 876 US 483, 
487, 11 L Ed 2d 856, 859, 84 S Ct 889. 
But see Cooper v. California, 886 US 58, 
62, 17 L Ed 2d 730, 733, 87 S Ct 788; Ker 
V. California, 374 US, at 42. 10 L Ed 2d at 
743 (opinion of Clark, J.; cf. Beck v. Ohio, 
879 US 89, 91, IS L Ed 2d 142, 145, 85 
S Ct 223; Abel v. United States, 362 US, at 
236-239, 4 L Ed 2d at 684-686; GiordencUo 
■ V. Unit^ Slates, 357 US 480, 488, 2 L Ed 
2d 1503, 1510, 78 S Ct 1245. 

16. ’Tlie State has made \'arious 
sub.sidi.arj’’ conlcnlion.s, including armimenls 
that it would have been unduly burdensome 
to oblain a warrant spccifjing the coins to 
bo seized and Uiat introduction of U)C fniits 
of the scarcli was harmless error. We reject 
those contenhbns as being without merit 


SEPARATE OPINIONS 

MB. JUSTICE HARLAN, concurring. 

23. I join the Court’s opinion with these 
remarks concerning a factor to which the 
Court has not alluded. The only thing that 
has given me pause in voting to overrule 
Harris and Rabinowitz is that as a result of 
Mapp V. Ohio, (1961) 867 US 643, 6 L Ed 
2d 1081, 81 S Ct 168i 84 ALR 2d 933, 
and Ker v, California, (1963) 874 US 23, 
10 L Ed 2d 726, 83 S Ct 1623, every change 
in Fourth Amendment law must now be 
obeyed by state officials facing widely differ- 
ent problems of local law enforcement. Wb 
simply do not know tihe extent to which 
cities and towns across the Nation are pre- 
parerd to administer the greatly expanded 
warrant system which -will be required by 
today’s decision; nor can we say with assu- 
rance that in each and every local situation, 
the warrant requirement plays an essential 
role in the protection of those fundamental 
liberties protected against State infringement 
by the Fourteenth Amendment 

24. Thus, one is now faced with the 
dilemma, envisioned in my dissent to Ker, 
(1963) 874 US 23, at 45-46, 10 L Ed 2d 
726, at 745, 83 S Ct 1623, of choosing be- 
tween vindicating sound Fourth Amendment 
principles at the possible expense of State 
concerns, long recognized to be consonant 
with the Fourteenth Amendment before 
Mapp and Ker came on the books, or dilut- 
ing the Federal Bill of Rights in the inte- 
rest of leaving the States at least some elbow 
room in their methods of criminal law en- 
forcement. No comparable dilemma e.xists, 
of course, with respect to the impact of to- 
day’s decision withm the federal system it- 
self. 

25. This federal-state factor has not been 
an easy one for me to resolve, but in the 
last analysis I cannot in good conscience vote 
to perpetuate bad Fourth Amendment law. 

26. I add only that this case, together 
with Benton v. Maryland, (1969) 23 L Ed 
2d 707; North Carolina v. Pearce, (1969) 23 
L Ed 2d 656, serve to point up, as few other 
cases have, the profound changes that tlio 
“incorporaUon doctrine” has svrought both 
in the workings of our federal system and 
upon the adjudicative proc&sses of this 
Court 

MR. JUSTICE WHITE, with whom MR. 
JUSTICE BLACK joins, dissenting. 

27. Few areas of the law liavc been as 
subject to shifting con.sfiti!f!onaI s!and.ards 
over the Iasi 50 years .as that of the search 
“incident to an arrest," There has been a 
remarkable instability' in this whole area, 
which has seen at least four mafor .shifl.s in 
emphasis. TocLay’s oninion malccs an un- 
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timely fiffli. In my view, the Court should 
not now abandon the old rule. 

I. 

28. The modem odyssey of doctrine In 
this field is detailed In the majority o^^on. 
It began with (1914) 232 US 883, 58 L Ed 
652, 34 S Ct 341, LRA 1915B 834, where 
the Court paused to note what tiie case be- 
fore it was not ^t is not an asser- 
tion of the right on the part of the Govern- 
ment always recognized under English and 
American law, to search the person of the 
accus^ when legally arrested to discover 
and seize the fr^ts or evidences of crime. 
This ri^t has been uniformly maintained 

in many cases Nor is it the case of 

burglar^s tools or other proofs of guilt foimd 
upon his arrest 'within the control of the 
aecused.’" Id, at 392, 58 L Ed 655. 
(Emphasis (here into ‘ *) added.). 

This scope of search Incident to ar- 
rest eriending to all items under the 
suspect’s “contror was reaffirmed in a 
dictum in (1923) 267 US 132, 158, 69 L Ed 
543, 553, 45 S Ct 280, 39 ALR 790. Ac 
cord, (1925) 269 US 20. 30-31, 70 L Ed 
145, 148, 48 S Ct 4, 51 ALR 409 (holding 
that "the place where the arrest Is maae" may 
be searched "is not to be doubted"). The 
nde was reaffirmed in (1927) 275 US 19% 
199, 72 L Ed 231, 233, 48 S Ct 74. where 
the Court asserted that authority to seardi 


31. Such iMid reversals bad occurred 
before, (1) but mey are rare. Here there had 
been two abcnit-iaces, one following hard 
tmcm the other. Justice Frankfurter object- 
ed in this language: "Especially ou^t the 
Court not re-^orce needlessly the instabi- 
lities of our day by ^ving fair gromid for 
tire belief that Law is the expression of 
chance — for instance, of unexpected chan- 
ges in the Court’s cermposition and the con- 
tingencies in the choice of successors." 
(1950) 339 US, 56 at 86, 94 L Ed 653 at 
670. Since that time, the rule of Weeks, 
Mamm, Harris, and Rahinowitz has clearly 
been the law. E.g, Abel v. United States, 
(1060) 362 US 217, 4 L Ed 2d 668. 80 S 
Ct 683 (Frankfurter, J., writing for the 
Court); (1963) 874 US 23, 10 L Ed 2d 720, 
88 S Ct 1623.(2) 

IL 

32. The rule whicdi hag prevailed, but 
for voy brief or doubtful periods of aberra- 
tioD. is that a search incident to an arrest 
may extend to those areas under the control 
of the defendant and where items subject to 
constitutional seizure may bo found. The Justi- 
fication for this rule mus^ under the langu- 
age of the Foruth Amendment, lie in uie 
reasonableness of tbe nde, (1068) 892 US 
L 0. 20 L Ed 2d 88% 893, 88 S Ct 1868: 
(1968) 892 US 40. 20 L Ed 2d 917, 88 S Ct 
1889; Elkins v. United States. (1960) 864 
US 206 ,222, 4 L Ed 2d 7^ — — 


Inddent to an anest “extendi to all parts ^ ^ 

of tbe premises used for the tmlawful pur- 8 Ct 2487, The Ameodmeat provides: ’ 
pose." 

29. Within four yean, this role was qua- 
lified by two Prohibition Act cases, (1931) 

282 US 844, 8S6J358, 75 L Ed 374, 881- 
883 and (1932) 285 US 452. 463-467, 76 L 
Ed 877, 881-883, 62 S Ct 420, 82 ALR 77S. 


SO. If Co-Bart and Ldkowitz represented 
a retreat £rom the rule of Weeks, CairoQ, 
Agnello, and Marron, the vigour of the ear- 
lier rule was re-affiimed in (1047) 031 US 
145, 91 L Ed 1399, 67 S Ct 1098 whidi 
has, but for one brief interlude, clearly been 
the law untfl today. The very next Term 
after Harris in (1943) 834 US 699, 92 L Ed 
16^, 68 S Ct 1229, the Court hdd unjosti- 
fiable the seizure of a still incident to the 
arrest of a man at the still site, even thou^ 
the still was contraband, bad been visible 
through an open door before entering the 
premises to be "searched," and although a 
crime was being committed in the officer^ 
presence. Acco^ that year, (1948) 3^ US 
451, 93 L Ed 153. 69 S. Ct 191 (gmnbUnz 
game seen throu^ transom before entry). 
Two years later, however, the Co^ return- 
ed* to the l^rris rule in (1950) 839 
US 56, 94 L Ed 633, 70 S Ct 43% 

where the Court hdd that die reasonable- 
ness of a searcb does not depend upon tbe 
practicability of obtaining-^ search wu rr a nf, 
and that the fitet of a va£d arrest is rele- 
vant to reasonableness. Tnroiano was pro 
tanto oveiniled. ^ 


‘Th& ri^t of the people to be secure Iij 
ttefr persons, homes, papers, and effects, 
•fiaipst umeasonable seamres and seizures, 
shall Drt be violated, and no Warrants shall 
^le. but upon probable cause, Eunported 
by Oath or affirmation, and particulariy des- 
cribing tbe place to be searched, and the 
persons or thtogs to be seized," 

fc turns, then, die Court must decide whe- 
toer a gi^-en seardi « reasonable. The 
Amendment does not proscribe “%v 2 rrantles 3 
searches’^ but fcistead it proscribes **inir>^<on - 

1. hlmd^ v. Pennsylvania, 819 US 105, 

S Ct 870. 140 ALR 81 
0^) overruled Tones v. Opelika, 816 US 
^ ® Ct 1^, 141 ALR 

Tender Cases. 12 
Wan 457, 20 L E^7 (1871) overruled 
V. Gzrswold, 8 WaU 603, 19 L Ed 

2, The majority cites Ereman v. United 
States, 353 US 348, 1 L Ed 2d 876, 77 

(I®57), as suggesting an ineonsi^ 

.'7* however, in a per curiam 

opuuon me Court merely overturned a gene- 
ral search to which the entire contents of a 
rabim s^eh it took 11 pages of fine print 
Jot the Court to inventory, were seized. See 
Abel V. United Stofes. 882 US 217 239, 4 
L Ed 2d 668, 686, 80 S Ct 683 (1960) (Kre- 
men distinguished as a "mass sdzmu’^. 
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able searches” and this Court has never held 
nor does the majority today assert that war- 
rantless searches are necessarily unreasonable. 

83. Applying this reasonableness test to 
the area or searches incident to arrests, one 
riling is dear at the outset. Search of an ar- 
rested man and of the items within his im- 
mediate reach must in almost every case be 
reasonable. There is always a d^ger that 
the suspect will ^ to escape, seizing con- 
cealed weapons with which to overpower and 
injure the arresting officers, and there is a 
danger that he may destroy evidence vital to 
the prosecution. Circumstances in which 
these justifications would not apply are suffi- 
ciently rare that inquiry is not made into 
Searches of this scope, which have been con- 
sdered reasonable throu^out. 


84. The justifications which make such a 
search reasonable obviously do not apply to 
the search of areas to which the accused 
does not have ready physical access. This 
is not enou^, however, to prove such sear- 
ches unconstitutional. The Court has al- 
ways held, and does not today deny, that 
when there is probable cause to search and 
it is “impracticable” for one reason or an- 
other to get a search warrant, then a war- 
rantless search may be reasonable. E. g., 
even (1948) 834 US 699, 92 L Ed 1663, 68 
S Ct 1229. This is the case whether an ar- 
rest was made at the time of the search or 
not.(3) 

85. This is not to say that a search can 
be reasonable wiffiout regard to the probable 
cause to b^eve that seizablo items are on 
the premises. But when there are exigent 
circumstances and probable cause, then the 
search may be made without a warrant, 
reasonably. An arrest itself may often 
create an emergency situation making it im- 
practicable to obtain a warrant before em- 
barking on a related search. Again assum- 
ing that there is probable cause to search 
premises at the spot where a suspect is ar- 
rested, it seems to me unreasonable to re- 
quire the police to leave the scene in order 
to obtain a search warrant when they are al- 
ready legally there to make a valid arrest, 
and when there must almost always be a 
strong possibility that confederates of the ar- 
rested man udu in the meanwhile remove 
tlio items for which the police have probable 
cause to search, This must so often bo the 
case that it seems to me as unreasonable to 
require a warrant for a seardi of tire premi- 
ses as to require a warrant for search of the 
person and his very immediate surroundings. 


3. Even Mr. Justice FranHurter, joined in 
dissent in Babinowitz by Mr. Justice Jackson, 
admitted tliat there was an exception to the 
search-warrant requirement in cases of neces- 
sity, and noted tliat this applied, for exam- 
■ole to vehicles which could readily bo 
moved. 339 US 56. at 73, 94 L Ed 653, 
at 664. 70 S Ct 430. 


86. This case provides a good illustration 
of _ my point that it is unreasonable to re- 
quire police to leave the scene of an arrest 
in order to obtain a search warrant when 
they already have probable cause to search 
and there is a clear danger that the items for 
which they may reasonably search will be 
removed before they return with a warrant 
Petitioner was arrested in his home after an 
arrest whose validity will be explored below, 
but which I will now assume was valid. 
There was doubtless probable cause not only 
to arrest petitioner, but to search his house. 
He had obliquely admitted both to a neigh- 
bor, and to the oxvner of the burdarized 
store, that he had committed flie burdary.(4). 
In lidit of this, and the fact that the nei^- 
bor had seen other admittedly stolen proper- 
ty in petitioner’s house, there was surmy pro- 
bable cause on wbicb a warrant could have 
issued to search the house for the stolen 
coins. Moreover, had the police simply ar- 
rested petitioner, taken him off to the station 
house, and later returned with a warranl,(5)’ 
it seems very likely that petitioner’s wife, who 

4. Before the burdary of the coin store;, 
petitioner had told its owner that he was 
pla n ning a big robbery, had inquired about 
the alarm system in the store, the state of 
the owner’s insurance, and the location of 
the owner’s most valuable coins. Petitioner 
wandered about the store the day before 
the burdary. After the burglary, petitioner 
called the store’s owner and accused him of 
robbing the store himself for the insurance 
proceeds on a policy which as petitioner 
knew, had just been reduced from S 50,000 
to S 10,000 coverage. On being told that 
the robbery had been sloppy, petitioner 
excitedly claimed that it had been 'real pro- 
fessional” but then denied the robbery. On 
the night of the robbery itself petitioner dec- 
lined an invitation to a bicycle ride, saying 
be was “going to knock over a place” and 
that a coin shop was “all set” After the rob- 
bejy, he told the same neighbor that ho 
had started to break into the coin shop, but 
bad stopped, and then denied the whole in- 
cident. The nei^bor had earh’er seen 
stacks of typewriters in petitioner’s house. 
Asked whether they were “hot” petitioner re- 
plied, “Hotter than a S 3 bill.”^ On reading 
a newspaper description of the coin store 
bur^a]y% the neighbour called the police. 

5. There were three officers at the scene 
of the arrest one from the city where the 
coin burglary had occurred, and two from the 
city where the arrest was made. Assuming 
that one policeman from each city would bo 
needed to bring the petitioner in and obtain 
a search warrant, one policeman could have 
been left to guard the house. However, if 
he not only could have remained in flio 
house against petitioner’s wife’s will, but fol- 
lowed her about to assure tliat no cridcnco 
was being tampered v.alh, tlic invasion of her 
privac>’ would bo almost as great as that 
cccompan>ang an actual search. Morcovci, 
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in view of petitionei's generally garrulous 
nature must have known of uio robbery 
woTild have removed the coins, For the 
Mlice to seardi the house while the evi- 
dence they had probable cause to search out 
and seize was there cannot be conader- 
ed unreasonabIe.(6} 


ret Service(ll) and the narcotics law enforce- 
ment agency.(12) That warrantless arrest 
power may apply even when there is time 
to get a warrant without fear that the sus- 
pect may escape is made perfectly clear by 
the legislative history of the statute grant- 
ing arrest power to Ute FBL 


HL 

87. This line of analysis, s u pported by 
the precedents of this Cour^ hinges on two 
assumptions. One is that the arrest of pet^ 
tioner without a valid wairant(7) was consti- 
tuUonal as the majority assumes; the other 
is that the police were not required to ob- 
tain a search warrant in advance, even thou^ 
they kne%v that the effect of the arrest mi^t 
weU be to alert petitioner’s wife that the 
coins had better be removed soon. Thus it 
is necessary to examine the constitutionaL'ty 
of the arrest since if it was illegal, the exi- 
gent circumstances which it created may not, 
as the consequences of a lawless ac^ bo 
used to justify the contemporaneous warrant- 
less search. But for the arrest, the 
warrantless search may not be iustified.(8) 
And if circumstances can justify the war- 
rantless arrest, it would be strange to say 
that the Fouim Amendment bars the war- 
rantless search, regardless of the dreumstarw 
ces, since the invasion and disruption of a 
man’s life and privacy which stem from his 
arrest are ordiiu^y far greater than the rela- 
tively minor iatrusioos attending a search of 
his premises, 

88. Congress has expressly authorized a 
wide range of officials to make arrests without 
any warrant in criminal cases. United States 
hl^bals have long had this power, (9) which 
is also vested in the agents of the Federal 
Bureau of InvestigatioD,viO) and io the Seo- 
the wife summoned an accomplice, one 
officer could not have watched them both. 

6. A second arrest and search of peti- 
tioners’ home occurred three days later. It re- 
lates to an entirely separate robbery of which 
petitioner was separately convicted and for 
which he was concurrently sentenced. Since 
CO e^ence was seized in the second seai^, 
nor did it in any way affect petitioner’* trial 
so far as the recxird discloses, there is no 
occasion to consider its propriety. 

7. An arrest warrant was in fact Issued, 
bnt it was issued cm an inadeejuate supnort- 
ing affidavit and was therefore invalii so 
tlat the case must be considered as th migti 
no warrant had issned. 


8. This in tom assumes that where ft Is 
practicable to obtain a search w arra nt and 
the search is not contemporaneous with an 
arrest, a warrant must be obtained to vali- 
date the search. This is the holding of past 
cases and I do not question it. 

9. Act of June 15, 19:^5, e. 259. S- 2. 49 
Stat 378. as amended. 18 USC S Sa53. 
,10. Act of June 18. 1934. c. 595. 48 Stat 
1008, as amended, 18 USC S 5032. 


39. In United States v. Coplon, 18S F2d 
629. 636^6 (CA2d Or 1930). the Court 
held that an arrest and search were invalid 
because there was an insuffident showing of 
danger of escape, and therefore there was 
time to obtain a warrant. The opiiuou. 
written by Judge Learned Hand and joined 
by Judges Swan and Frank, reviewed the 
common-law power of arrest, which permit- 
ted MTCsts for felonies committed in the past 
"if [the officer] had reasonable grouna to 
suppose that the j>erson arrested had com- 
mitted the felony."'^ However, the Ccnirt con- 
cluded that this power of warrantless arrest 
had been limiteef hy the congressional re- 
quirement that there miist be a "likelihood 
of the person escaping before a warrant can 
bo obt^ed for his arrest." 


40. The next month the Congress was 
moved by this very decision to amend the 
law, consciously deleting the language uj?od 
vriiich Judge Hand bad relied so as to make 
ft dear th^ warrantless arrests were autho- 
rized even if there was time to procure a 
warrant Act of January 10, 1951. c. 1221. 
S. 1, 61 Stat 1239; HR Bep No. 8228. 81st 
^Dg, 2A Sees (1950).(1S) 'Thereupon, the 
Court of Appeals for the District of Colum- 
bia ^sing on the very same arrest which 
had induced the congressional action, held 
that this "unmistakable* revision maHa ft 
dear that there was in the FBI a power to 
arrest without warrant even when there was 
toe to procure one. For this reason, the 
Court upheld the arrest and contemporaneous 
^Tch. Coplon V. United States. 191 F2d 
^*■,1951)- Certiorari was de- 
5!2? ^ Coplon cases. (1951) 342 US 
9^. 928, 96 L M 688, 690, 72 S Ct 362, 
8W. Moreover, the statute under which the 
rei werdses that power wa.s later said by 
mis Court to state the constitutional sfan- 
States. (1959) 361 US 
98. 100. 4 L Ed 2d 134, 137, 80 S Ct 168 
Mce ft requires "reasonable grounds to be- 
like that the person to be arrested has com- 
committing" a felony, 18 USC 
* j ^ before a svarrantless arrest may l>e 
made. And toe Court today has decUned 
to review a warrantless arrest under the 
narcotics agent statute. Jamison v. United 

11, Pub L 89-218. 79 Stet SgoTas’ amend- 
ed. 18 USC S. 3036. 

'Tit I S. 10-4 (a), 
70 Stat 5(0, as amended, 26 USC S, 7607 (2). 

W. Congress’ expedition was possible part- 
ly because the same change had earlier been 
approved by a Senatorial committee. S Bep 
No, 2464, 81st Cong, 2d Sess (1950). 
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States, (1969) 23 L Ed 2d 774. See also 
my dissent in Shipley v. California, (1969) 
23 L Ed 2d 732. 

41. The judgment of Congress is that 
federal law enforcement oflBcers may reason- 
ably make warrantless arrests upon probable 
cause, and no judicial experience suggests 
that this judgment is infirm. Indeed, past 
cases suggest precisely the contrary conclu- 
sion. The validity of federal arrests was long 
governed by state law. United States v. Di 
Ee, (1948) 332 US 581, 589-592, 92 L Ed 
210, 217-219, 68 S Ct 222, and no require- 
ment that warrants be sou^t whenever there 
is time to do so was imposed either by com- 
non-law history (14) or by decisions of this 
Court, This Court has upheld an executive* 
arrest warrant for deportation, permitting the 
arrest to occur without prior judicial scru- 
tiny, Abel V. United States, (1960) 362 US 
217, 4 L Ed 2d 668, 80 S Ct 683. And 
this Court has regularly aSirmed the validity 
of warrantless arrests without any indication 
whatever that there was no time to get a 
warrant, and indeed where all the circum- 
stances pointed to the opposite conclusion. 
E g., (1963) 374 US 23, 10 L Ed 2d 726, 
83 S Ct 1623; Draper v. United States, 
(1959) 358 US 307, 3 L Ed 2d 827, 79 S. Ct 
329. The lower federal Courts have cer- 
tainly been of the view that %varrants are 
unnecessary even where there is time to ob- 
tain them. Dailey v. United States, 261 
F2d 870 (CA 5th Cir), cert denied, (1959) 
359 US 969, 3 L Ed 2d 836, 79 S Ct 881 
(statutory warrantless arrests by federal nar- 
cotics agents); Smith v. United States, 254 
F2d 751, 755 (CA DC Cir), cert denied 
(1958) 357 US 937, 2 L Ed 2d 1552, 78 S 
Ct 1388; Mills V. United States, 196 F2d 
600 (CA DC Cir), cert denied, (1952), 
344 US 826, 97 L Ed 643, 73 S Ct 27 
(sub silentio). 

42. In light of the uniformity of judg- 
ment of die Congress, past judicial decisions 
and common practice rejecting the propo- 
sition that arrest warrants are essential 
wherever it is practicable to get them, the 
conclusion is ineintable that such arrests and 
accompanying searches are reasonable, at 
least until experience teaches the contrary. 
It must verj' often be the case that by the 
time probable cause to arrest a man is accu- 
mulated, the man is aware of police inte- 
rest in him or for other good reasons is on 

14. Tlicro was no dispute between^ the 
two Coplon Courts on tliis point, since it was 
well established tliat even a private person 
could make a warrantless arrest at common 
law for a felony which had actually been 
committed, and a peace oiBcer could make 
such an arrest if be had reasonable cause to 
believe tlie offences committed. 1 Stephem 
A History of tbe criminal Law of England 
193 (1883); 2 Hale, Plcsis of the Croum 71- 
104 (first American ed 1847), 


the verge of flight, Moreover, it will likely 
be very difBcult to determine tbe probabi- 
lity of bis flight. Given this situation, it 
may be best in all cases simply to allow the 
arrest if there is probable cause, especially 
since that issue can be determined very 
shortly after the arrest. 

43. Nor are the stated assumptions at all 
fanciful. It was precisely these facts which 
moved the Congress to grant to the FBI the 
power to arrest without a warrant without any 
showing of probabihty of flight Both the 
Senate and House committees quoted the 
letter of the Acting Deputy Attorney General, 
Peter Campbell Brown, who in asking for 
the new legislation asserted: “Althouj^ it is 
recognized that in any felony case the per- 
son to be arrested may attempt to flee, it is 
also recognized that in any such case in 
which the defendant is arrested without a 
warrant in an emergency situation, such de- 
fendant may be able to present a rather 
convincing argument that he did not intend 
to flee,” S Eep No. 2464, 81st Cong, 2d 
Sess, 2. (1950); HR Rep No. 3228, 81st 
Cong, 2d Sess, 2 (1950). Some weight should 
be accorded this factual judgment by law 
enforcement officials, adopted by the Con- 
gress, 

IV. 

44. If circumstances so often require the 
warrantless arrest that the law generally per- 
mits it, the typical situation will find the 
arresting officers lawfully on tlie premises 
without arrest or search warrant. Like the 
majorit}', I would permit the police to search 
the person of a suspect and the area under his 
immediate control either to assure the safety 
of the officers or to prevent the destrucb'on 
of evidence. And like the majority,' I see 
nothing in the arrest alone furnishing pro- 
bable cause for a search of any broader 
scope. However, where as here the exist- 
ence of probable cause is independently 
estabh’shed and would justify a warrant for 
a broader search for evidence, I would fol- 
low past cases and permit such a search to 
be carried out without a warrant, since the 
fact of arrest supplies an exigent circumstan- 
ce justLfjang police action oefore the evi- 
dence can be removed, and also alerts the 
suspect to the fact of the search so that he 
can immediately seek judicial determination 
of probable cause in an adversary’’ proceed- 
ing, and appropriate redress. 

45. Tliis view, consistent with past cases, 
would not authorize the general scxirch 
against which tlie Fourth Amendment was 
meant to guard, nor would it broaden or 
render uncertain in any way whatsoever the 
scope of searches permitted under the Fourth 
Amendment. Tlic issue in this case Ls not 
the breadth of tlie search, since there was 
claarly proh.ible cause for the search which 
was carried out. No broader search than if 
the officers had a warrant would be permit- 
ted. Tlic only issue is whether a search war- 
rant vas required as a preconditioa to that 
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search. It is agreed that such a warrant 
would be required absent exigent circum* 
stances.(15) I would hold mat the fact 
of arrest supplies such an exigent drotun* 
stance, since the police had lawfully gained 
entry to the premises to effect the arrest 
and since delaying the search to secure a 
warrant would nave involved the risk of not 
recovering the fruits of the crime. 

46. The majority today nrosciibes search- 
es for which there is probable cause and 
which may prove fruitless unless carried out 
immediately. This rule will have no added 
effect wlmtsoever in protcctog the rights of 
the caiminal acxiused at trial against intro 
duchon of evid«ice seized without probable 
cause. Such evidence could not be intro- 
duced under the old rule. Nor does the 
majority today give any added protection to 
the ri^t of privacy of those whose houses 
there is probable cause to search. A war- 
rant would still be sworn out for diose 
houses, and the privacy of their owners in- 
vaded. The only possible Justihcation for 
the maJoriVs rule is that in some instances 
ariestins omcers may search when they have 
CO pro^ble cause ba do so end that such 
unlawful searches might be prevented if the 
oScen first sought a ^varrant from a magh 
itrate, Against the possible protectioo of 
privacy In that class of cases, m which the 
privacy of the house has already been in- 
vaded by entry to make the arrest— on entry 
for which the majority does not assert that 
any warrant is necessary— must be weighed 
the risk of destruction of evidence for >;mcb 
there is probable cause to search, as a re- 

15. A search withenit a warrant "can sur- 
vive constitutional inhibition only upon a 
showing that the surrounding facts brou^t 
it with^ one of the exceptions to the me 
that a seardi must rest upon a search war- 
rant, Jones V. United States, S57 US 493, 
499 [2 L Ed 2d 1514, 1519, 78 S Ct 1253]; 
United States v, Jeffers, S42 US 48, 51 (90 
L Ed 59, 64. 72 S a 93], Bios v. United 
Stales, 364 US 253, 281, 4 L Ed 2d 1688, 
1693, 80 S a 1431 (1900); Stoner v. Cali- 
foroia, 376 US 483, 488, 11 L Ed 2d 856, 
859, 84 S Ct 889 (1964). And “a search 
can be incident to arrest only if it is sub- 
stantially contemporaneous with the arrest 
and is confined to die immediate vicinity of 
the arrest. Agnello v. United States, 289 
US 20 [70 L Ed 145, 48 S Ct 4, 51 ALR 
409).“ Stoner v. California, supra, at 480, 
11 L Ed 2d at 639; James v, Louisiana, 

US 36. 37, 15 L Ed 2d 30, SI, 86 S Q 
151 (1965). There is thus no question that 
a warrant to search petitioner's bouse would 
have been required had he not been arrest- 
ed there. In such cases, the officers ore not 
already lawfully on the premises, and there 
fa not so often the same risk of the destnio* 
tion of evidence nor the necessity to m,Vn 
an immediate search withont the d^y &>-• 
v^ed in securing a warrant. 


Stilt of delays in obtaining a search xraiTanb 
'Without more basis for radical change than 
the Court's opinion reveals, I would not up- 
the balance of ffiese toterests which 
been struck by the former decisions of this 
Court 


47. In considering searches incident to 
arrest, it must be remembered that there will 
be immediate opportunity to challenge the 
probable cause for the search in an adver- 
saiy proceeding. The suspect has been ap- 
prised of the search by his very presence 
at the scene, and having been arrested, he 
will soon be brou^t into contact with peo- 

5 lie who can explain his rights. As Mr. 
ustice Brennan noted in a dissenting opin- 
aoD, joined by Justices Black and Douglas, 
ana The Chief Justice, in (1960) 862 US 
217, 249-250, 4 L Ed 2d 668, 692, 80 S Ct 
683, a search contemporaneous with a war- 
tanue^ arrest fa spedally s^eguarded since 
*‘(5)uch an arrest may constitutionally be 
m^e only upon probable cause, the exist- 
ence of which fa subject to judicial exami- 
nation, see Henry v. Unit^ States, (1959) 
861 US 98, 100 = 4 L Ed 2d 1S4, 137 « 
80 S Ct 168; and such an arrest demands 
the prompt bringii^ of the person arrested 
before a judicial officer, where the exigence 
of pFobable cause fa to be inauired into. 
Boles Grim Proe 5 (a) end (c).... Mallory 
y. United States. 854 US 440 a 1 L Ed 2d 
1479 = 77 S Ct ISSdi Mo Nabb v. United 
States, 818 US 832 87 L Ed 819 » 

63 S Ct 608.” And since that time the 
Court has imposed on State and Federal offi- 
cers alike the duty to warn suspects taken 
Into custody, before questioning thean, of 
thdr right to a kwyer. Miranda v. Ari- 
zona, (1966) S84 US 430, ID L Ed 2d 694, 
86 S a 1602. 10 ALR 8d 974; Orozco v. 
Texas, (1969) 394 US 824, 22 L Ed 2d 81L 
89 S Ct 1095. 


48. An arrested man, by definition con- 
sdmw of the police interest in him, and 
provided almost immediately with a lawyer 
tod a judge, fa in an exceHent position to 
fuspute the reasonableness of his arrest and 
contemporaneous search in a full adversary 
procc^g. I would uphold the constitu- 
tionality of this search contemporaneous 
.aijest since there were probable 
cause both for the search and for the arrest, 
drcamstances involving the removJ 
or destruction of evidence, and a satisfactory 
opportunity to dispute the issues of proba- 
iw cause shortly thereafter. In thfa case, 
the search was reasonable. 
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K. N. SEIVASTAVA, J. 

Bans Bahore and others. Petitioners v. 
The State of Uttar Pradesh and others. 
Opposite Parties. 

Civil Misc, Writ No. 95 of 1964, D/- il9- 
2-1969. 

Linaitation Act (1908), S. 29 (2) (b) — 
Applicability of Limitation Act to local 
Act — Proceedings governed by IJ.P. 
Zamindari Abolition & Land Reforms 
Act, 1950 (1 of 1951) — Provisions of 

Limitation Act (including S. 6) apply — 
(Civil P. C. (1908), Pre. — (Interpretation 
of Statutes — General and local law, 
inconsistency between) — (Tenancy Laws 
— U.P. Zamindari Abolition and Land 
Reforms Act, 1950 (1 of 1951), S. 341) 
1966 RD 323 (HC), Dissented from. 

It cannot be denied that the U.P. 
Zanaindari Abolition and Land Reforms 
Act is a local Act. But in S. 341 of the 
U.P. Act, the legislature, in its wisdom, 
has thought it proper to make the entire 
limitation Act applicable to the afore- 
said Act. No doubt, there is a prohibi- 
tion in the Limitation Act, 1908, of appli- 
cation of all the sections of Limitatioa 
Act, 1908, except Ss. 4, 9 to 18 and 22, but 
the Indian Limitation Act would be deem- 
ed not to derogate from the provisions 
made in the loc^ Act to the contrary. It 
Is a general principle of law that where 
there is inconsistency in the general law 
and the local law, the local law shall pre- 
vail. In this view of the matter, the 
entire Limitation Act, 1908 (including 
S. 6) would apply to the U.P. Zamindari 
Abolition & Land Reforms Act, as pro- 
vided under Section 341 of the Act. 

(Para 10) 


of Revenue, Allahabad 5, 12 to 15 
(1964) AIR 1964 SC 1099 fV 51)= 

® Vidyacharan 

Shukla v, Khubchand Baghel 16 

(1961) 1961 RD 153, Mewa Ram v, 
Khushi Ram 

(1961) Civil Msc. Writ No. 768 of 
1961, D/- 28-8-1961 (All), Chhote 
V. Board of Revenue, U. P. 

Allahabad [[4 

(1941) AIR 1941 Pat 499 '(V 28)=; 

1941 Pat WN 183, Jagdeo Singh 
v. Babu Lai Sah g 

(1936) 163 Ind Cas 623=18 Nag U 
285, Mishrilal Oswal v. Eatanlal 
Maheshri 9 

Eajendra Sahai Verma, for Petitioners; 
Standing Counsel, for Opposite Parties. 

ORDER: — The facts giving rise to thig 
writ petition are as follows: — 


2. Chhedi, the father of Bans Bahore 
and Ram Bahore petitioners and their 
uncle Chunna were Zamindars in village 
Barkuiyan, Tappa Kandar, district BastL 
They mortgaged their entire Zamindari 
property situated in the aforesaid village 
to Mahadeo Ram and his brothers. The 
disputed land was sir and khudkasht of 
the petitioners. The mortgagees trans- 
ferred their mortgagee rights to certain 
persons. Shitla Prasad, Ram Prasad and 
Oudh Prasad, opposite parties Nos. 6 to 
8 are the representatives in interest of the 
purchasers of part of the mortgagee 
rights. The contesting opposite parties are 
sons of Ganesh and Ram Lochan, who 
were also the purchasers of the mort- 
gagee rights. The mortgage was execut- 
ed in 1926. The sale of the mortgagee 
lights took place in 1938. 


S. 29 (2) (b). Limitation Act. does not 
prohibit from maldng a provision in the 
local Act fcr the applicability of the 
entire Limitation Act. If such a provi- 
sion is made in the local Act, Sec. 29(2) 
does not take away the power of the 
legislature legislating the local Act from 
maldng a provision in the local Act to the 
contrary, ha spite of Section 2Q(2)(h),_ 
the provisions of S. 341, U.P. Zamindari 
Abolition and Land Reforms Act, would 
apply and the provision of S. 341, U.P. 
Zamindari Abolition and_ Land Reforms 
Act would prevail. Section 29 (2) (b) can-’ 
not override Section 341 of the U.P, 
Zamindari Abolition and Land ' Reforms 
Act. AIR 1964 SC 1099 & AIR 1941 Pat 
499 & (1936) 163 Ind Cas 623 (Nag) & 1961 
ED 153, Bel. on; Civil Misc. Writ No. 763 
of 1961. D/- 28-8-1961 (All) (DB), Foil.; 
1966 RD 323 (HC), Dissent from. 

(Para 16) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1966) 1966 BD 323 (HC) = 1966 All 
LJ 686, Rsghubir Singh v. Board 

GM/HM/C943/G9A?BB/P 

1970 AlL/23 Vn G-12 


3. After enforcement of the U. P, 
Zamindari Abolition & Land Reforms 
Act, the purchasers of the mortgagee- 
rights partitioned the mortgagee rights 
amongst themselves. Opposite parties 
Nos. 6 to 8 who are representatives of 
the other part of the mortgagee rights, 
deposited five times of the rent of their 
share of the disputed land and became 
sirdars of the same. The other transferees 
of the mortgagee rights acquired bhumi- 
dhari rights in their share of the disput- 
ed land. In 1942. the mother of the peti- 
tioners filed a suit as their guardian for 
redemption of the mortgage. This suit 
was filed under Section 12 of tlie U.P, 
AgriculturisTs Relief Act. The suit was 
decreed on payment of certain amount. 
The amount was not deposited and, there- 
fore. the mortgage could not be redeem- 
ed. In 1914. another suit was filed for 
redemption. This suit was filed on be- 
half of the minors by a person, who alleg- 
ed himself to be their next friend. The 
suit %vas dismissed in default. According 
to the petitioners, that person who filed 
the second suit ivas not their next friend 
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and he had co right to file the suit The 
petitioners then filed ^ther suit for 
demption on 23rd April 1959. 

Meanwhile, the aforesaid village was 
placed under consolidation operation and 
the suit was stayed. Objection was filed 
by the petitioners before the Assistant 
Consolidation Officer. The Assistant Con- 
solidation Officer allowed their objec- 
tions. The opposite parties then filed ax 
appeals before the Assistant Settlement 
Officer (Convjlidation) BastL The Assist- 
ant Settlement Officer (Consolidation! 
held that the petitioners were not entitled 
to the benefit of Section 6 of the limita- 
tion Act and allowed the appeals. Ihe 
order passed by the Consolidation Officer 
was set aside. The petitioners then ‘iled 
seven appeals before the Deputy Director 
of Consolidation. The Deputy Director 
of Consolidation also held that the T>eti- 
tioners were not entitled to the benefit 
of Section C of the limitation Act and, 
consequently, (Usroissed the appeal. The 
petitioners then filed rerisions and ffia 
revisions were also dismissed. Bang 
di^ti^cd, the x)etitioners have filed this 
writ petitioa 

4. The learned counsel for the peti- 
tioners contended that the Assistant 
Settlement Officer (Consolidation), the 
Deputy Director of Consolidation who 
decreed the recond appeal and the Deputy 
ZMr^or of Consolidation who decreed 
the revision were wrong in holding that 
Section 6 of the Limitation Act did not 
apply to eases imder the U.P. Zamlndari 
Abolition & Land Refonns Act and there- 
fore. their judgments were illegal and 
manifestly wrong. 

5. The aforesaid consolidation autho- 
rities held that as provided under Sec- 
tion 29 of the Limitation Act. the provi- 
sions of Section 6 of the Indian Lomitation 
Act were not applicable to local Acts and 
as the U.P. Zandndari Abolition & Land 
Reforms Act was a local Act .therefore, 
the aforesaid provision did not apply to 
the facts of the present case. In support 
of his contention, the learned counsel for 
the opposite parties relied on a Single 
Judge decision of this Court in Baghu- 
bir Singh v. Board of Revenue. Allahabad. 
1SG6 RD 323 (HC). In this case. It was 
held that the provisions of Section 6 of 
the Limitation Act did not apply to the 
U. P. Zamindari Abolition and Land Re- 
forms Act As against this, the learned 
counsel for the petitioners contended that 
by virtue of Section 341 of the U. P. 
Zamindari Abolition and Land Reforms 
Act the entire limitation Act was made 
applicable to the U. P. Zamindari Aboli- 
tion and Land Reforms Act and, there-' 
fore, the view taken in Raghbur Siiigh’s 
case. 19C6 RD 323 (HO was not correct 
Before deciding this contention of the 
learned counsel for the pa^es, a re- 
ference has to be made to Section 29 of 
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the Limitation Act, 1908, because the srdf 
was st^ed when the aforesaid Limita- 
tion Act was in force. Section 29 of the 
li^tation Act 1908 reads as follows:— 

"29. Savings. 

(1) Nothing in this Act shall affect Sec- 
tion 25 of the Indian Contract Act, 1872. 

(2) Where any special or local law 
prescnb« for any suit, appeal or applica- 
tion a period of limitation different from 
the period prescribed therefor by the first 
schedule, the provisions of Section 3 shall 
apply, as if such period were prescribed 
therefor in that schedule, and for the pur- 
pose of determining any period of limi- 
tation prescribed for any stiit, appeal or 
application by any special or local law- 

fa) the provisions contained in Sec. 4, 
Ss. 9 to 18. and S. 22 shall apply only in 
so far as. and to the extent to which, they 
are not expressly excluded by such special 
or local law: and 

(b) the remaining provisions of this Act 
sh^ cot apply. 

(3) Nothing in this Act shall apply to 
suits under the Indian Divorce Act, 

(4) Sections 2fi and 27 and the definf- 
tion of ’easement* in Section 2 shall not 
apply to cases arising in territories to 
which the Indian Easements Act. 1882. 
may for the time being extend.” 

6. As provided under the aforesaid sec- 
tion. only Sections 4, 9 to 18 and 22 shaff 
apply to local or special Acts provided 
they are not expressly excluded by such 
spedal or local law. The remaining aec- 
tioas of the liimltation Act shall not 
therefore, apply to the afore^d specUd 
or local Act It cannot be denied that 
D. P. Zamindari Abolition and Land Re- 
fonns Act is 8 local Act This High Court 
has held in a number of cases that the 
U. P. Zamindari Abolition and Land R^ 
forms Act is a local Act It has, there- 
fore. to be seen as to whether by the ap- 
plication of Section 341 of the U. P. 
Zamindari Abolition and Land Reloons 
Act S. 6 of the limitation Act can be 
made applicable to the XJ. p, Zamindari 
Abolition and Land Reforms Act Sec- 
tion 341 of the U. P. Zamindari Abolition 
and Land Reforms Act reads as 
follows: — 

"Unless otherwise expressly prorided by 
or under this Act the provisions of the 
Indian Court-fees Act 1870. the Code of 
avU Procedure 1908 and the Indian Limi- 
tation Act 1903 Including Section 5 thereof 
shall apply in the proceedings under this 
Act” 

7. A Plain reading of Section 341 of 
the U. P. Zamindari Abolition and Hand 
Reforms Act clearly goes to show that the 
CTitire Limitation Act was made applio 
able to the aforesaid Act. It Is also not 
denied that the U. P, Zamindari Aboli- 
tion and Land Reforms Act lays down 
different periods of liirutation for suits and 
proceedings other than those mentioned in 
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the schedule of the Limitation Act, 1908. 
Under Section 253 of the U. P. Tenancy 
Act, 1939. only the provisions of Sec. 5 of 
the Limitation Act, 1908 were made ap- 
plicable to the U. P. Tenancy Act. Under 
Section 29 of the Limitation Act, Ss. 4. 9 
to 18 and 22 of the Limitation Act will be 
applicable to local Acts, if they are not 
so excluded by the local Act. Altiiough 
under Sea 29(2) (b) of the Limitation 
Act, 1908, the remaining provisions of the 
Limitation. Act, 1908, were not made ap- 
plicable to the local Act, yet by virtue 
of the provisions of Section 253 of the 
U. P. Tenancy Act, 1939. Section 5 of the 
Limitation Act was made applicable to the 
U. P. Tenancy Act, 1939 as weU. The 
U. P. Zamindarl Abolition and Land Re- 
forms Act as shown above made the entire 
limitation Act including Section 5 ap- 
plicable to the aforesaid Act. 

The words "including Section 5 thereof” 
were not there in Section 341 of the U. P. 
Zamindarl Abolition and Land Reforms 
Act ELS it stood in 1952. By a subsequent 
amendment, it was added to Section 341 
of the aforesaid Act. It was argued that 
if the entire Limitation Act was made 
applicable originally, then there was no 
need for making a specific amendment that 
ttat section was applicable to the U. P. 
Zamindarl Abolition and Land Reforms 
Act. The word "including” is a clear 
reply to this argument. The use of the 
word "including” in Section 341 of the 
U. P. Zamindarl Abolition and Land Re- 
forms Act clearly goes to show that only 
emphasis wets laid to the application of 
Section 5 of the Limitation Act, 1908; but 
the entire Limitation Act was made ap- 
plicable rnider Section -341. 

8. Under Sections 184 and 185 of fte 
Bihar Tenancy Act, 1934, the Limitation 
Act of 1908 except Sections 7, 8 and 9 
were made applicable to the aforesaid Act. 
In Jagdeo Singh v. Babu Lai Sah, AIR 
1941 Pat 499, it was held that irrespective 
of the provisions of Section 29(2) of the 
Lhnitation Act, 1908, the provisions of all 
the sections of Limitation Act except Sec- 
tions 7, 8 and 9 of the same would apply 
to the Bihar Tenancy Act. 

9. Under Section 160 (3) of the C. P. 
Land Revenue Act. the provisions of Liini- 
tation Act were applied to the C. P. Land 
Revenue Act. In Mishirilal Os\val v. 
Ratanlal Mahe^ri, (1936) 163 IC 623 (Nag) 
the provisions of Section 6 were applied 
to the C. P. Land Revenue Act. While 
dealing with this case, it was observed as 
below: — 

"The amended section applies to tlie 
local law certain specified sections, name- 
ly S. 4 and Ss. 9 to 18 and Section 22 un- 
less they are expressly excluded by the 
local law. and further says tliat the rest 
of the pro\nsions of the Limitation Act, 
in which Section 6 is included, shall not 
apply. Since here again Section 29 refers 


back to the provisions of the local law, 
one must, while interpreting Cls. (a) and 
(b) of sub-section (2) of the S. 29, look to 
the provisions of the local law to see how 
far it excludes the operation of the Indian 
Limitation Act. Now turning to Sec. 160, 
sub-section (3) of the C. P. Land Revenue 
Act, one finds that it applies all the pro- 
visions of the Indian Limitation Act and 
does not exclude any. Here is a clear 
conflict between Section 29 (2) (b) which 
says that the remaining provisions which 
includes Section 6 of the Limitation Act 
shaU not apply and Section 160 (3). C. P. 
Land Revenue Act which says that the 
provisions of the Indian Limitation Act 
shall apply. _ Now it is a well recognised 
principle of interpretation of statutes that 
the general law does not affect the parti- 
cular law. The rule is that the general 
provisions such as those contained in the 
Limitation Act do not derogate from 
special provisions, but that the latter do 
derogate from the former: ” 

10. _ Section 341 of the U. P. Zamindaii 
Abolition and Lmd Reforms Act applies 
all the provisions of the Limitation Act, 
1908 to the U. P. Zamindaii Abolition and 
Land Reforms Act without any reserva- 
tion. It will mean that all the sections 
of the Limitation Act would apply to the 
U. P. Zamindaii Abolition and Land Re- 
fonns Act irrespective of the fact that ap- 
pUcations of the other sections of the 
Limitation Act, other than Sections 4. 9 
to 18 and S, 22 were made inapplicable 
by virtue of Section 29 (2) (b) of the Limi- 
tation Act, 1908. In the earlier tenancy 
law, the Limitation Act was not applied 
to it, except so far as mentioned by it. In 
the U. P. Tenancy Act, 1939, as shown 
above, only Section 5 of the Limitation 
Act was made applicable to the aforesaid 
Act. The legislature, therefore, in the 
U. P. Tenancy Act did not intend to apply 
the other provisions of the Limitation 
Act except Section 5. In the U. P. Zamin- 
dari Abolition and Land Reforms Act, the 
legislature in its wisdom had thought it 
proper to make the entire Limitation Act 
applicable to the aforesaid Act. No doubt, 
there is a prohibition in the Limitation 
Act, 1908, of application of all the sec- 
tions of Limitation Act, 1908, except Sec- 
tions 4. 9 to 18 and 22, but the Indian 
Limitation Act would be deemed not to 
derogate from the piovisions made in the 
loc^ Act to the contrary. It is a general 
principle of law that where there is in- 
consistency in the general law and the 
local law. the local law shall prevail. In 
this view of the matter also, the entire 
Limitation Act. 1908 vmuld apply to the 
U. P. Zamindaii Abolition and Land Re- 
forms Act, as provided under Section 3-11 1 
of the Act. 

11. The Assistant Settlement OfTiCor 
(Consolidation) and the Deputy Director of 
Consolidation relied on certain cases 
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decided by the Board of Revenue and 
held that Sec^n 6 of the limitation Act 
did not apply to the XJ. P. Zamindan 
Abolition and Land Reforms Act. In 
Mewa Ram v, Khushi Ram etc.. 1961 RD 
153, the Board of Revenue held that Sec- 
tion 6 of the Indian Limitation Act, 1908 
was applicable to the U. P. Zamindan 
Abolition and Land Reforms Act. The 
cases referr^ to ^ the consolidation au- 
thorities in their judgments are of 
earlier date than Mewa Ram’s case 1961 
RD 153. 

12, Relying on Raghublr*s case 1966 
RD 323 fHC) (Supra), the learned counsel 
for the respondents contended that Sec- 
tion 6, Indian Limitation Act, 1908 
not applicable to U. P, Zamindail Aboli- 
tion and Land Reforms Act. In the case 
of Raghubir 1966 RD 323 (HC) (Supra) 
it was observed as below: — 

•The only point raised In this ped- 
tion by the learned counsel for the peti- 
tioner is that Section 6 of the Indian 
T imi tation Act should have been applied 
in toe circumstances of this case. Learn- 
ed counsel has submitted that by virtue 
of Section 341 of the U. P, Zamlndarl 
Abolition and Land Reforms Act the 
whole of toe Limitation Act has been 
made appUcable to proceedings under 
the U. P. Zamlndarl Abolition and Land 
Reforms Act: consequently he subnets 
that the benefit of Section 6 of the Indian 
limitation Act should have been tdyen 
to toe petitioner. The Board wWle 
repelling tids submistion of toe petitioner 
very rightly observed that by virtue of 
Section 341 of toe U. P. Zamindari 
Abolition and Land Reforms Act if the 
entire limitation Act has been made 
applicable. Section 6 as well as Sec- 
tion 29 of toe limitation Act must be 

read together, «” 

Further on, toe learned Judge observed 
as under; — 

"Section 29 (2) (bl clearly eays that 
toe proviaons contained In Section 4, 
Sections 9 to 18 and Action 22 of toe 
Limitation Act would apply to Special 
and Local Ijaws unless they are expressly 
exduded but toe r emaning provisiORS 
of this Act would not apply. This would 
show that Section 6 of toe Indian limita- 
tion Act would be covered by Sec- 
tion 29 (2) (b) of the Indian Limitation 
Act Evra apart from this, language of 
Section 6 of the Act Itself makes it amply 
dear that it cannot be held to be ap- 
plicable to limitation prescribed by the 
U. P. Zamindari Abolition and Land R^ 
forms Act” 

Sec. 6. limitation Act reads as below; 
j "6, (1) 'Where a person entitled to in- 
fititute a smt or make an application for 
the execution of a decree Is. at the time 
from which the period of limitation Is to 
be reckoned, a minor, or insane, an 


Idiot, he may institute the suit or make 
the application within the same period 
after toe disability has ceased, as would 
otoerwise have been allowed from the time 
prescribed therefor in the third column of 
the first Schediile. 

(2) Where such person Is, at the time 
from which the period of limitation Is to 
be reckoned, atiected by two such dis- 
abilities or where, before his disability 
has ceased, he is atiected by ano- 
ther disability, he may institute toe suit 
or make the application within toe same 
period, after boto disabilities have ceased, 
as would otherwise have been allowed 
from the time so prescribed. 

(3) Where the disability continues up to 
the death of such person, his legal re- 
presentative may institute the suit or 
make the application within the same 
period after the death as would otherwise 
have been allowed from the time so pre- 
scribed. 

(4) Where such representative Is at the 
date of the death Jiffected by any. EU<to 
disability, the rules contained In sub-sec- 
tions (D and (2) shall apply. 

13. With profoimd respect, I beg to 
^er and say that toe language of Sec. 6 
does not in any way Indicate even toe 
implication that Section 6 wmfid not apply 
to the U. P. Zamindari Abolition and L^d 
Reforms Act It appears that In Haghubir’s 
case. 1966 RB 323 (HC) no argument was 
advanced at the bar that the provirions of 
the Limitation Act, 1908 did not derogate 
from the special providon, but on the 
other hand the provirions of the Spedal 
Act do derogate from the former. In 
other words, the general statute does not 
affect the special provisions of the Special 
Act Had this aspect been brought to the 
notice of my learned brother, the result 
certainly would have been otherwise, - 

14. It was next contended that ritting 
ringly, I should respect the view taken 
in Raghbur Singh’s case. 1966 BD 323 
(HC). There is unreported Division Bench 
dcdrion of this Court in Civil Misc. Writ 
No. 768 of 1961. D/- 23-8-1961 (All), 
Qihote V. Board of Revenue U.P. Allaha- 
bad. In this case the question arose about 
the application of Section 6 of toe Limi- 
tation Act to cases xmder the U. P Zamin- 
dari Abolition and Land Reforms Act. It 
was observed by the Bench as below: — 

”We have heard learned counsel for toe 
petitioners who has tirged that two points 
arise in this petition. One point accord- 
ing to him is that Section 6 of toe Limi- 
tation Act has been wrongly applied by 
the Board of Revenue to the suit of which 
the proceedings went up before toe Board. 
Section 341 of toe U. P. Zamindari Aboli- 
tion and Land Reforms Act clearly ap- 
ices all toe provisions of the Limitation 
Act to proceedings under that Act. From 
toe circumstance that under toe Rioles 
framed tmder toe U. P. Zamind^ Aboli- 
tkm and Land Reforms Act toe period of 
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limitation for various kinds of suits and 
the time from which period of limitation 
starts running are prescribed, no inference 
follows that the provisions of exceptional 
natiure contained in Section 6 of the Linai- 
tation Act have become inapplicable. 
Since Section 341 of the U. P. Zamindari 
Abolition and Land Eeforms Act in clear 
terms applied the whole of the Limitation 
Act to proceedings imder the former Act, 
the decision of the Board of Revenue that 
Section 6 of the Limitation Act was ap- 
plicable is perfectly correct.” 

15. This earlier Division Bench also 
supports the view which I have taken. It 
appears that this decision was also not 
brought to the notice of my learned 
brother in Raghubir Singh’s case, 1966 RD 
323 (HC) (Supra). As my view is being 
supported by the aforesaid unreported 
Division Bench case, therefore, the above 
argument too has no force in it. 

IG. In Vidyacharan Shukla v. Khub- 
chand Baghel, AIR 1964 SC 1099, it was 
held that Section 29 (2) should be read as 
a whole and not in two parts. Reading 
the entire Section 29, Limitation Act the 
words "they are not expressly excluded” 
in Section 29. (2) (a) only go to show that 
the sections mentioned in Section 29 (2) 
(a) of the Limitation Act would apply if 
not expressly excluded by the local Act. 
The use of the words "shall not apply” 
in Section 29 (2) (b) of the Limitation Act 
would only mean that the other provisions 
of the Limitation Act except Section 4. 
Sections 9 to 18 and S. 22 would not apply 
to the local Acts if they are not applied 
to the local Act by express provision In 
the local Act. 

Section 29 (2) (b) does not prohibit from 
making a provision in the local Act for 
the applicability of the entire Limitation 
Act. If such a provision is made in the 
locjj. Act, Section 29 (2) (b) does not take 
away the power of the legislature legis- 
lating the local Act from making a provi- 
sion in the local Act to the contrary. 
In spite of Section 29 (2) (b) the provisions 
of Section 341, U. P. Zamindari Abolition 
and Land Reforms Act would apply and 
the provision of Section 341, U. P. Zamin- 
dari Abolition , and Land Reforms Act 
would prevail. Section 29 (2) (b) cannot 
override Section 341 of the U. P. Zamin- 
dari Abolition and Land Reforms Act, 

It is for this reason that in the Limita- 
tion Act 1963, Section 29 (2) has been 
amended and Sections 4 to 24 inclusive) 
of the Limitation Act have been applied 
uniformly to all local Acts unless exclud- 
ed by them, I am, therefore, of the 
opinion that Section 6 of the Limitation 
Act applies to the U. P. Zamindari Aboli- 
tion and Land Reforms Act and the As- 
sistant Settlement Officer (Consolidation) 
and the Deputy Director of Consolidation 
acted illegally in holding otherydse. In 
the result, the writ petition succeeds. 
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17. The wnt petition is allowed with 
costs. The judgment passed by the As- 
astant Settlement Officer (Consolidation) 
usted 10-9-1962,^ the judgment passed by 
the Deputy Director of Consolidation, 
U. P. Lucknow in second appeal dated 
31-1-1963 and the judgment passed by the 
Deputy Director of Consolidation Basti in 
revision dated 16-9-1963 are quashed. 

Petition ^owed. 
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Government of India and another. Ap- 
pellants V. Smt. Sahodra Devi and others. 
Respondents, 

Special Appeal No. 464 of 1968, D/- 
11-4-1969, from Judgment of Satish 
Chandra, J. in Civil Misc. Writ Petn. 
No. 1744 of 1967, D/- 8-4-1968. 

(A) Cantonments Act (1924), S. 280 — ^ 
Rules framed under — Cantonments Land 
Administration Rules (1937), Rr. IG to 27 

— Person already holding site in canton- 
ment land — Grant of lease in his favour 

— Provisions of Rr. 16 to 2G cannot he 
invoked — Rule 27 is attracted. 

Neither the pro\dsions of Rr, 16 to 26 
nor the non obstante clause in Rule 27 
cm lead to the conclusion that the pro- 
visions of Rules 16 to 26 can be Invoked 
where a person already holds a site in 
Cantonment land. The case of such a 
person attracts the provisions of Rule 27. 
AIR 1954 SC. 596 & AIR 1956 SC 105, Rel 
on, (Para 15) 

A lease contemplated by Rules 16 to 24 
is granted where the land is not already 
in the occupation of a grantee entitled to 
occupy it The very circumstance that 
the lease is auctioned tends to this con- 
clusion. If the auction is of land already 
occupied by a grantee entitled to occupy 
it, there could conceivably be a case where 
the right to possession of the accepted 
bidder confficts with the right of occupa- 
tion enjoyed by the sitting grantee. Though 
under Rule 26 a lease can be granted by 
private agreement, it cannot be said that 
a sitting occupant can be granted a lease 
by private agreement without being ex- 
posed to the jeopardy which an auction 
might entaiL Rule 26 operates merely as 
an alternative to the sdieme embodied in 
Rules 16 to 24. It is intended to operate 
in the same field in which Rules 16 to 26 
operate. For that reason. Rule 26 cannot 
be invoked. (Paras 12, 13) 

It cannot be said that the non obstante 
clause "notwithstanding anything con- 
tained in Rules 16 to 26” OTth which R. 27 
opens indicates that but for Rule 27 the 
cases covered by it would ordinarily fall 
within the scope of R ides 16 to 26. and 
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the use of the non obstante clause demon- 
strates "that cases of old grants could be 
the recipients of leases under Rules 16 
to 26. (Para 14) 

(B) Cantonments Act (1924), S. 280 — 
Bides framed under — Cantonment Land 
Administration Bides (1937), B. 27 ^ 
Grant of lease is discretionary — Appli- 
cant has no absolnte right to the craat of 
sneb lease. Civil Slisc. Writ Pein. No. 
1744 of 1967, D/ 8-4-19G8 (All), Reversed. 

An applicant for a lease under Ride 27 
has no abrolute right to the grant of sudi 
lease. The grant of lease under Rule 27 
is a matter to be dedded vrithin the 
discretion of the authorities mentioned in 
that rule. The discretion must be exerds- 
ed on considerations pertinent to military 
necesatv and military security and all 
ttose other considerations relating to the 
effective discharge of the duties of the 
Central Government in respect of military 
administration. Civil llisc. Writ Petn. 
No. 1744 of 1967. D/- &-4-1968 (All) Re- 
versed. (Para 19) 

(C) Constitution of India, Art. 226 — 
blatter fnlliTtg to be decided irithin dbere- 
tioB of an authority — Invalid order made 
by such authority may be quashed but 
Court cannot assume itself functions con- 
ferred upon such authority. Civil IVIisc. 
Writ Petn. No. 1744 of 1967, D - 8-4-1968 
(All), Beveiscd. AUS 1963 SC 532. BoL 
on. (Para 20) 

Cases Befenredi Chronological Paras 
(1965) AIR 1963 SC 532 (V 52) - 
(1965) 1 SCJ 702, State of Mysore 
V. K. N. Chandrasekhara 20 

(1956) AIR 1956 SC 105 (V 431 — 

1955-2 SCR 977, Kanwar Raj 
Nath V. Pramod 14 

(1954) AIR 1954 SC 596 fV 41) =* 

1955 SCR 206, Dominion of India 
V. Shrinbai 14 

(1939) AIR 1939 FC 58 (V 26) = 

40 Cri U 403, United Provinces 
V. Governor General 17 

(1912) ILR 36 Bom 1 — 38 Ind App 
204 (PC). Kaikhusru V. Secy, of 
State 17 

H. N. Seth, for Appellants; Keshav 
Sahai and Shah C. P. AgarwaL for Res- 
pondenta 

PATHAK, J.:— On April 30. 1958 the 
respondents purchased from Messrs. Dost 
Mohammad Private Limited the property 
described as No, 45 Tagore Road rituated 
In the Cantonment at Kanpur. It com- 
prises of a bungalow and land. The build- 
ing site on which the bungalow stands. Is 
refer^ to as survey No. 100. Admitt^- 
ly, the lease or written grant under whidi 
survey No. 100 was given is not trace- 
able. But it is recorded in the General 
land Register as "occupancy land on old 
grant terms”. 

2, On May 19, 1958 the respondents 
applied to the Cantonment Authorities tor 
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mutatiDn of their names, but before the 
request was granted the respondents were 
required to admit that the land compris- 
ed in the property belonged to the Gov- 
ernment. On September 13. 1961 the 
property was mutated in the names of the 
respondents and on September 15, 1961 
the respondents executed a deed admitting 
that the site appurtenant to the property 
and forming its compound belonged to the 
Government of India and was held by 
them subject to the conditions, limitations 
and disabilities laid down in the Governor 
General's Order No. 179 dated September 
12. 1836. 

3. The respondents, anxious to obtain 
a lease of the land in their favour from 
the Cantonment Authorities, wrote In 
January 1966 for a blank form of the ap- 
plication set out in Schedule V of the 
Cantonment Xjand Administration Rules, 
1937 for the purpose of applying for a 
lease of land. The Military Estates Of- 
ficer. Lucknow, directed the Issue of such 
form. On April 12, 1966, however, the 
respondents wrote to the Military Estates 
Officer stating that they were owners of 
the bungalow, that the property was re- 
corded in the General Land Register as 
"occupancy land on old grant terms”, 
that DO written document defining the 
rights of the Government was available 
and. therefore, the respondents’ occupa- 
tion be regularized by the execution of 
a lease in accordance with Rule 27 In 
the form set out In Schedule 7. The 
hlilitary Estates Officer taking the view 
that the respondents, by applying for a 
blank form in Schedule 5, wanted the 
grant of a fresh lease, took no action on 
this application. On August 27. 1966 
the respondents wrote to the Minister 
for Defence Government of India, pray-- 
ing for a lease under Rule 27 In the form 
set out in Schedule 7, but Inexplicably 
again applied to the Military, Estates 
Officer on October 15. 1966 for a blank 
form of the application set out in Sche- 
dule 5. On October 25, 1966 the Military 
Estates Officer sent the form and inform- 
ed the respondents that "this also disposes 
of the letter dated 12-4-1966”. Mean- 
while. the Ministry of Defence informed 
the respondents that the Government was 
prepared to grant them a lease under 
Rule 28 in the form set out in Sche- 
dule 8 but was not prepared to grant a 
lease under Rule 27. Considerable corres- 
pondence ensued. The Ministry of 
Drfence, however, remained firm. On 
February 28. 1967 the respondents sent a 
formal notice calling upon the Military 
Estates Officer, Lucknow, and the Govern- 
ment of India, in the Mini stry of Defence, 
to grant a lease under Rule 27. There 
being no satisfactory response, the res- 
pondents then filed a petition under Artl- 
de 226 of the Constitution praying for 
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mandamus directing the appellants to 
execute a lease imder Buie 27. 

4. The petition came on for hearing 
before Satish Chandra, J. He allowed 
the petition and directed the grant of a 
lease under Rule 27. 

5. The Military Estates Officer and 
the Government of India appeal. 

6. Before passing on to the submissions 
of the parties, we might with advantage 
refer to the statute and the relevant rules. 

7. Section 280 of the Cantonments Act, 
1924 confers upon the Central Govern- 
ment power to make r^es to carry out 
the purposes and objects of the Act, and 
in particular the rules may provide for 

"(a) the maimer in which, and the 
authority to which, application for permis- 
sion to occupy land belonging to the 
Crown in a Cantonment is to be made; 

(b) the authority by which such per- 
mission may be granted and the conditions 
to be annexed to the grant of such per- 
mission.” 

In exercise of that power, the Central 
Government framed the Cantonment Land 
Administration Rules, 1937. Rule 3 pro- 
vides for the maintenance of a General 
Land Register of all land in the Canton- 
ment. The land is divided into different 
classes, and in Class B (3) land is defined 
as land 

"which is held by any private person 
under the provisions of these rules, or 
which is held or may be presumed to be 
held imder the provisions of the Canton- 
ment Code of 1899, or 1912, or under any 
executive orders previously in force, sub- 
ject to conditions under which the Cen- 
tral Government reserve or have, reserv- 
ed. to themselves the proprietary rights in 
the soiL” 

Under R. 9 the management of such land 
has been entrusted ordinarily to the Mili- 
tary Estates Officer. 

8. The Rules provide for the grant of 
leases. Different kinds of leases are 
envisaged, and each kind of lease has its 
own conditions and terfns._ Rule 16 pro- 
vides for a lease for a minimum period of 
thirty years renewable at eaual intervals 
upto a maximum period of ninety years. 
The lease is subject to the payment of an 
initial premium and to an annual rent 
Rules 17 to 24 prowde for the mode of 
granting such a lease. Upon application 
made to the Llilitaiy Estates Officer in the 
form prescribed in Schedule V, the site 
is surveyed and demarcated and the 
annual rent for it is fixed. Thereafter 
proceedings ore take.n for auctioning , the 
land to the highest bidder. Upon accept- 
ance of the bid. the .successful applicant 
is required under Rule 28 to execute the 
lease in the form prescribed in Schedule 
^^II. 

9. As an alternative to auctioning the 
lease. Rule 26 empowers the lililitary 
Estates Officer in exceptional cases and 


object to the approval of the Central 
Government to lease a site fay private 
agreement. 

W* Then follows R. 27 which reads: 

Special lease for the regularisation of 
old grants: 

Notwithstanding anything contained Ea 
Rules 16 to 26. the Military Estates Officer, 
in any case where a site is held without 
a regular lease, may on application by the 
holder, grant, with the approval of the 
Central Government or such other autho- 
rity as the Central Government may ap- 
point for this purpose, a lease of the said 
land in the form set out in Sch. VH.” 
Leases for a period not exceeding thirty 
years and leases in perpetuity are covert 
by Rule 31. 

11. The appellants contend that it Es 
open to them to grant a lease to the res- 
pondents under Rules 16 to 26 and 28. 
The appellants further say that even if 
Rule 27 is attracted the grant of a lease 
thereunder is discretionary and the res- 
pondents are not entitled as of right to 
such a lease. 

12. It is not disputed that the respon- 
dents enjoy a right to occupy the land. 
The deed executed by the respondents on 
September 15, 1961 at the instance of the 
appeUants contains the statement that the 
ate is held subject to "the conditions, 
limitations and disabilities • laid down in 
the G. G. O. No. 179 dated 12th Septem- 
ber 1836,” The order dated September 
12, 1836 was issued by the Governor 
General-in-Council and provides for 'ffie 
conditions upon which land situated within 
the limits of a military Cantonment may 
be occupied. A grant of land is made upon 
application made in that behall It Is 
made subject to the power of the Govern- 
ment to resume the land at any time on 
giving one month’s notice md paying the 
value of such buildings the erection of 
which was authorised. So long as the 
Government does not exercise the power 
of resumption there is a right to continue 
in occupation of the land. If this be borne 
in mind, it will appear at once that the 
first contention of the appellants is not 
well founded.. 

Because in our opinion, a lease contem- 
plated by Rules 16 to 24 is granted where 
the land is not already in the occupation 
of a grantee entitled to occupy it. The 
very circumstance that the- lease is auc- 
tioned tends to this conclusion. If the 
auction is of land already occupied by a 
grantee entitled to occupy it, there could 
conceivably be a case wiiere the right to 
possession of the accepted bidder conflicts 
with the richt of occupation cniovod bv 
the sitting grantee. We find it difficult to 
accept that tliis clash of rights was intend- 
ed. 

1.3- Hie appellants point out that the 
auction of a lease is not the only mode of 
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Eranlins it. It Is noinled oirt flat R. M 
nrovides an alternative. Under that rule 
a lease can be firanted by private aHree- 
menL The appellants say that a sittins KJ 
cupant can be granted a lease under K. zo 
by private agreement 'without being ex- 
•posed to the ieopardy which an auction 
might entaU. Rule 26 provides: 

"Disposal o£ lease by Private Agree- 
ment:— Notwithstanding anything con- 
tained in Rules 16 to 24, the I^tary 
Estates Officer may. In exceptional cas^ 
for exceptional reasons to be recorded in 
writing, and subject to the approval of 
the Central Government, or such other 
authority as the Central Government may 
appoint for this purpose, dispense with 
the deposit of the cost of survey and 
demarcation, as prescribed by R. 20. or 
with the auction of the lease, as present- 
ed by Rule 28 or with both, and may 
lease any site by private agreement, at 
such rate of rent, and on pa'yment of such 
premium, as the Central Government or 
the appointed authority may approve In 
each case. 

prorided that the concurrence of the 
Collector and the approval by.the Officer 
Commanding the Station shall be obtained 
before application la made for the appro- 
val of the Central Government or the ap- 
pointed authority." 

, [t is plain from the terms of Rule 26 that 
It operates merely as an alternative to the 
scheme embo^^ In Rules 16 to 2^ It is 
Intended to operate in the same field In 
which Rules 16 to 24 operate, namely In 
the class of cases where the land Is not 
already occupied by a grantee with a 
present right to occupy it. For that 
reason, we cannot accept that Rule 26 can 
be invoked in this case. 

14. Rule 27 contemplates those cases 
where the rite is held without a reguto 
lease. A rite is ‘Tield’’ by a person who 
has a right in law to hold It What is 
envisaged here is an existing right to 
hold the rite but without a regular lease. 
A person holding a rite subject to the pro- 
visions of the Governor General's Order 
No. 179 dated September 12. 1836 would 
fall -within that description. The marginal 
note itself suggests that Rule 27 has been 
made for the regularisation of old grants. 
The lease under Rul e 27 is in the form 
set out in Schedule VH. and unlike the 
lease contemplated by Rules 16 to 24 no 
rent is charged. Only a nominal premitnn 
of Rs. 5 is payable, e-ridendng the inten- 
tion of merely regularizing the occupa- 
tion by a lease incorporating spedfic terms 
‘and conditions. The appellants urge that 
Ithe non obstante clause "notwithstanding 
[anything contained in Rules 16 to 26” with 
wWch Rule 27 opens indicates that but 
for Rule 27 the cases covered by It would 
lordinarily fall within the scope of Rules 16 
{to 26. and the use of the non obstante 
clause demonstrates that cases of <fid 
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grants could be the redrfents of leases 
under Rules 16 to 26. 

It seems to us that the plea would have 
substance only if it could be said that 
Rule 27 operated wholly or In part over 
the field covered by Rules 16 to 26. Read- 
ing Rule 27 as we do, we think It does 
not It is not uncommon to come across 
where a non obstante clause has 
been inserted ex abundant! cautela for the 
purpose of darificatlon. In Dominion of 
India v. Shrinbai, AIR 1954 SC 596 the 
Supreme Court pointed out that a non 
obstante clause znay be read 
"as clarifying the whole porition and 
must be understood to have been Incor- 
porated in the enactment by the Le^s- 
lature by way of abundant caution and 
not by way of limiting the ambit and 
scope of the operative part of the enact- 
ment.” 

In Kanwar Raj Nath v. Pramod, AIR 1956 
SC 105 also, the Supreme Court held that 
^e non obstante clause had been Inserted 
ex abundantl cautela. Having regard to' 
the scope of Rule 27 plainly indicated by| 
its terms we have no hesitation in declin-; 
Ing to read in the non obstante clause the] 
meaning and efiect to which the appellants 
seek to persuade us. 

15. We are of opinion that neither thei 
provirions of Rules 16 to 26 nor the non] 
obstante clause in Rule 27 can lead to the' 
conclusion that the provisions of Rr, 16^ 
to 26 can be invoked where a person al-i 
ready holds a rite in Cantonment land. Itl 
seems to us that the case of such a per- 
son attracts the provisions of Rule 27. 

16. The next question Is whether the 
appellants are obliged to grant a lease 
under Rule 27 in every case where an ap- 
plication is made for such a lease, ^e 
learned single Judge has held that the 
respondents ha-ve an absolute ri^t to a 
lease under Rule 27 and has accordingly 
directed the appellants to grant them a 
lease in the form set out in Schedule Vn. 
It appears to us that the learned single 
Judge Is in error. 

17. Rule 27 requires the approval of 
the Central Government, or of an autho- 
rity appointed by it, before a lease Is 
granted by the Military Estates Officer 
under that provision. Even If the Military 
Estates Officer considers that it is a 
case where a lease under Rule 27 should 
be granted, it is for the Central Govern- 
ment to decide whether the grant should 
be made. Whether the approval should 
be given is a matter to be determined In 
Its discretion. It will be pertinent to 
recall that in the case of a grant under 
the Governor General’s Chder dated 
September 12, 7836 no absolute right to 
occupy the land was recognised In the 
grantee, b^use under tiie terms and 
and conditions laid down by that order 
the grant of the land was made In the 
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discretion of the Military authorities. 
Kule 27, which appears to con^ue me 
tenor of the grant with certain mocM- 
cations. has provided for a lease In wmc^ 
like the terms of the grant, no rent Is 
chargeable. The premium stipulated is 
in the nominal sum of Ks. 5. The lease 
is a lease in perpetuity. In this 
the terms of the lease contemi^ated by 
Eule 27 are substantially as liberal as 
those of the grant. Indeed, ftey ^e even 
more generous. ^Whereas under the terms 
of the grant, the Government was entitl- 
ed to resume the land at any time 
fettered by any conditions, a lease under 
Kule 27 can be terminated only where 
the land or buildings are required for a 
public purpose. In the circumstences, 
the grant of a lease in perpetuity has to 
be made with the utmost circumspectiom 
There are many considerations wmcn 
necessitate this. _ ^ 

considerations which relate T 

tive discharge of the duties of the Cente^ 
Government in respect of “ihte^ 
administration. Not the least of liem 
are the pressures of mditary necesa^ 
and military security, pressures whic^ 
have not lessened with the years. 
ing with a claim to ownership m ^ 
Cantonment land, 

in Kaikhusru v. Secretary of State. (19121 
ILK 36 Bom i (PC) observed; 

"It is unnecessary to go in. 
through the numerous suc^etog re- 
gulations which show h^ oro- 

mmtary authonti^ asserted 
prietary rights. They ^®_ . , 

Si Ait(^on’s Cantonment Code of 1836, 
md in Jameson’s Cantonment Code of 
and they make it clear tnat, 
though permisaon to occupy gr<^d 
freauently^en. especiaUy for the build- 
£g^ of officers’ houses oy, tiungalows, iraA 
■nermission carried with it no sort of 
proprietary right, and the 
liable to expropriation at a price to o 
fixed by the authorities •; ;•••• 

In this state of things it is impossible 
+r» cav that mere possession or occupation 

cf S b43Sv » thl= ate 

presumption whatever that he or to 
nredecessors in title v/ere owners in fee. 
The presumption is all the oth^w^ ^d 
that adverse presumption is 
ed when the history of^the site comes to 

be examined 

The Judicial Committee regarded the &p- 

Jellants in the case as mere 

held that the Government 

resume the land. And in 

vinces v. Governor General, AIR 1939 PC 

58 Gwyer, a J. pointed out; 

« .. Tho administration of am- 

tonment”‘areas. almost from their fimt 


18. An analy^ of the rules before us 
demonstrates that throughout the Govern- 
ment has considered it necessary to retain 
careful control over land within the 
Cantonment. It is not possible to enumerate 
all tte reasons which emerge out of con- 
siderations of military necessity and mili- 
tary security which render it desirable 
that such control be retained. That is a 
matter which in greater or lesser degree, 
varies with the military policy of the 
time. It cannot be forgotten that even 
CL B (3) land is retained in the Canton- 
ment for the effective discharge of govern- 
mental duties in respect of military ad- 
ministration. It is land, the management 
of which is entrusted ordinarily to the 
Mili tary Estates Officer and not to the 
Cantonment Board. 

19. Upon the aforesaid considerations, 
it seems clear that the grant of a lease 
under Rule 27 is a matter to be decided 
within the discretion of the authorities 
mentioned in that rule. The ffiscretion 
must be exercised on considerations per- 
tinent to military necessity and military 
security and all those other considerations 
relating to the effective discharge of the 
duties of the Central Government in res- 
pect of military administration. It is not 
possible to accept the view that an appli- 
cation (sic applicant?) for a lease under 
Rule 27 has an absolute right to the grant 
of such lease. 

20. The learned single Judge has 
directed the appellants to grant a lease to 
the respondents under Rule 27. When the 
grant of such lease is. as we have h^d 
above, in the discretion of the appellants, 
we are unable to sustain that direction. 
The matter is one which must be deter- 
mined by the appellants who imder R._ 27 
have been entinsted with that function. 
We think it settled law that in a matter 
falling to be decided within the discretion 
of an authority, an invalid order made by 
the authority may be quashed by the 
Court imder Art. 226 of the Constitution 
but it is not open to the Court to assume 
to itself the function conferred upon that 
authority and exercise a discretion which 
the law in its vnsdom has vested in that 
authority. State of Mysore v. K. N. 
Chandr^ekhara, AIR 1965 SC 532. 

21. The appeal is allowed in part._ We 
c 0 t ssids the order of tlie learned sinf^is 
Judge directing the appellants to grant a 
lease to the respondents under Rule 27 of 
the Cantonment Land Administration 
Rules 1937. We direct the appellant to 
consider the application of the respondrats 
made under Rule 27 and to dispose it oi. 
in accordance vdth laiv. In the circurn- 
Etances of the case, there is no order as to 

Appeal partly allowed. 
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J. K. Manufactxirers Ltd. (Formerly 
J. K. Cotton Manulacturers Ltd.), Peti- 
tioner V. The Sales Tax Officer. Sector H. 
Kanpxir and others. Respondents. 

Qvil Misc. Writ No. 265 of 1966. D/- 
8-5-1969. 

(A) Sales Tax — UJP. Sales Tax Act 
(15 of 1948), S. 3(1>— UJ. Sales Tax Rules, 
Rule 66(1) — Appeal — Payment of ad- 
mitted tax — Not mentioned in mem<^ 
random of appeal — Does not render it 
non-entertainahle — Memorandum can be 
amended later on to include the statfr- 
meat of payment of admitted tax. 

Per Pathak, J: — There is nothing 
in the Act or Rules which requires 
that there should be a state- 

ment in the memorandum of appeal 
as to the amount of tax admitted to be 
due and paid. An erroneous statement 
made in that regard cannot be a groimd 
for rejecting the appeal as defective and 
cannot predude the appellant from esta- 
blishing at any time before the appeal fa 
entertained that the admitted tax has 
been deposited. (Para 3) 

Per Beg, J:— A mere statement 
in a memorandum of appeal with 
nothing more than a formal .cmn- 
xnunication of some information which 
may be needed is capable of elu- 
cidation even at the stage of the heating 
of the appeal. The appellant cannot be 
denied a decision on merits unless there 
is an incurable defect of such a nature 
in the memorandum cf appeal that it can 
be held that there is no appeal at all be- 
fore the appellate authority. 

(Amendment of memorandum of appeal 
to indude statement that admitted tax 
has been paid allowed to be made at the 
stage of hearing of the appeal). (Para 50) 

(B) Sales Tax — UJ*. Sales Tax Rules, 
Rule 12-A— U.P. Sales Tax Act. S. 3-AA 
(2) — Furnishing of Form m-A — Whe- 
ther mandatory or directory — Purchase 
for resale — Presumption — • Validity of 
Rule 12-A — ' Forms filed durum assess- 
ment proceedings may be entertained in 
exceptional cases — Rule 12-A, notwith- 
standing the use of the word "unless” 
must be construed to provide merely a 
convenient mode of proving that the pur- 
chase of the goods is for resale in the 
same condition and not as laying down 
that the only mode of proving tbis is by 
furnishing Form III-A — To read Bide 
12-A in this way alone will enable it to 
survive. (1962) 13 STC 898 (All), Dissent- 
ed from. 

Per Beg, J.:— Rule 12-A, in addi- 
tion to preventing the comnussion 

of fraud or _ iptrx kludng admintstra- 
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live convenience, Is designed to fad- 
Htate the task of the selling dealer. 
It is therefore reasonable and valid and 
do^ not go beyond the objects of S. 3-AA. 
But the rule, while mal^g certification 
by the purchasing dealers essential evi- 
dence of conditions of sales to them does 
not make the filing of certificates them- 
selves absolutely indispensable in every 
case. In exceptional and e:rtraordlnary 
cases, like loss due to destruction by fire 
or fiood. satisfactory proof that the sales 
were duly support^ by the prescribed 
certificates furnished by the pimchasing 
dealers, wiU still meet the requirements 
of the rule. Thus certification can take 
place in exceptional cases, even after as- 
sessment proceedings have commenced. 

(Paras 36 & 38) 

Per Pathak and Tripathi, JJ.: — The 
certificates produced during the assess- 
ment proceedings whi^ were genuine 
and legally valid, ought to have been 
taken into consideration by the Sales Tax 
Officer and not rejected on the groimd 
that they were not filed with the quarter- 
ly returns, AIR 1966 SC 12 Explained 
and distinguished; (1062) 13 STC 898 
(All). Dissented from. 

(Paras 6. 16 to 18 & 22) 

(C) CivU P. C. (1908). S. 9 — Tribunal 
•— Jurisdiction — Vires of statutory rule 
— Cannot be challenged before statutory 
tribunaL 

Although the Supreme Court has not 
specifically held in any case that 
an authority created by a statute cannot 
question the validity of even a rule pur- 
porting to be made under the statute, 
Vrt after the pronouncements In very 
wide terms of the Supreme Court, in 
K. S. Venkataraman & Co. (p.) Ltd.‘B 
case. (AIR 1966 SC 1089) and the subse- 
quent cases, statutory authorities cannot 
be expected to decide whether a rule pur- 
porting to be made under a statutory pro- 
virion declaring rules made thereunder to 
have the same effect as if enacted by tbe 
legislature, is valid. (Para 28) 

(D) Constitution of India, Art. 226 — 
Writ of certiorari — Exbtcnce of alter- 
native remedy when a bar — Validity of 
statutory rule impugned by petitioner — 
Question can only be agitated in writ 
proceedings and existence of remedy by 
way of appeal to higher statutory autbo- 
nlies is no ground for refusing writ. 

(Paras 2 & 28) 

(E) Constitution of India. Art. 226 — 
Writ of certiorari — Existence of alter- 
native remedy, when a bar — Petitioner 
attacking reported decision of Single 
Judge of High Court binding on atatu- 
tory authorities — Writ petition held 
maintainable and remedy by way of 
appeal to higher statutory authorities Is 
no ground for refusing writ. 

(Paras 2 & 29) 

(F) Sales Tax — DP. Sales lax Rules, 
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Hule 12-A — "Vires of Rule cannot Be 
challenged before authority constituted 
under IJ.P. Sales Tax Act (15 of 1948). 

(Para 2) 

(G) Constitution of India, Art. 22G •— 
Writ petition — Question raised affecting 
large number of appeals pending — High 
Court in public interest should adjudi- 
cate on it expeditiously to aSord guidance 
to statutory authorities. (Para 2) 
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21 STC (SN) 5. Dhulabhai v. State 
. of Madhya Pradesh 27 

(1969) AIR 1969 AU 200 (V 56) = 
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Tax 53 

(1969) STR No. 255 of 1966. D/- 2- 
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(1969) STR 256 of 1966. D/- 2-5- 

1969 (AU), Commr. of Sales Tax 
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(1969) STR 258 of 1966. D/- 2-5- 

1969 (AU), Commr. of Sales Tax 
V. Abdul Razzaq Leather Stores 12 

(1969) Special Appeal No. 374 of 
1963, D/- 12-8-1969 (AU). Sales 
Tax officer, Sector "V, Kanpur v, 
Shahbuddin Zakir Hussain & Co. 6 
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(1962) 13 STC 898 (AU). Mansey 
Lakhansey and Co. v. State of 

U. P. 5, 18. 29. 

(1961) AIR 1961 SC 832 (V 48) = 

(1961) 2 SCR 918, J. D. Bhargava 

V. J. L. Bhargava 

(1960) AIR 1960 Bom 61 (V 47) = 
ILR (1959) Bom 1603. Khatizabai 
y. Controller of Estate Duty Bom- 
bay 


(1937) AIR 1957 SC 540 (V 44) = 
1957 SCR 488, Garilcapati Veeraya 
V, Subbiah Choudhry 


37 


49 


D 

:48 


(1956) AIR 1956 SC 29 (V 43) = 

(1955) 2 SCR 872, Daji Saheb v. 
Shankar Rao Vithalrao Mane 48 

(1956) AIR 1956 SC 367 (V 43) = 

1956 SCR 166, Mela Ram and Sons 
V. Commr. of Income Tax, 

Punjab 49 

(1955) 1955-6 STC 386 (AU), Firm 
Jaswant Rai Jai Narain v. Sales 
Tax Officer 23 

R. L. Gulati, for Petitioner; Chief 
Standing Counsel, for Respondents. 

PATHAK, J.: — I have had the benefit 
of perusing the Judgment prepared by 
my brother Beg. J. and I agree with the 
order proposed by him. 

2. I agree that the preliminary ob- 
jection raised by the respondents on 
the ground that the petitioner should be 
referred to his statutory remedies under 
the U.P. Sales Tax Act should be rejected. 
The writ petitions were filed against the 
assessment orders and while they were 
pending the petitioner also filed appeUs 
against these assessment orders. The ap- 
peals were dismissed as being defective. 
The writ petitions were amended to in- 
clude a prayer for relief against the ap- 
pellate orders. One of the grounds taken 
in these cases before us is that Rule 12-A 
is ultra vires. That is a ground which 
cannot be entertained by the authonties 
constituted under the U.P. Sales Tax Act, 
In Behari Lai Shyam Sunder v. Sales Tax 
Officer. Cuttack (1966) 17 STC 508 (SC) 
the imposition of sales tax was challenged 
on the grmmd that a rule was ultra vires, 
and the Supreme Court repelled the con- 
tention that the question could have been 
examined and decided by the authonties 
constituted under the statute. Then there 
is the circumstance that the questions 
raised in these vnit petitions are ques- 
tions which should be decided authorita- ' 
tively at the earliest as they affect a large 
numher of cases where appeals are filed 
and are rejected because of apparent non- 
compliance with the rules. It is in the 
public interest that such questions should 
be resolved by adjudication by this Court 
expeditiously so that the statute^ autho- 
rities are afforded adequate guidance in 
respect of matters which arise daily be- 
fore them- 

3. The appeals have been dismissed ns 
defective because in all the three memo- 
randa the petitioner failed to disclose the 
tax admittedly due. In the memoranda 
originally filed the petitioner stated 'jiat 
the tax admitted to be due was nil and 
thereafter sought permi.ssion to amend 
the memoranda by inserting the figures 
of the admitted tax. The appellate autho- 
riW rejected the prayer for amenJment 
on the ground that it was not competent 
to permit any amendment. I agree with 
my brother Beg J. that the appellate 
authority has made an order which cannot 
be sustained. The right of appeal against 
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the assessment order Is conferred by See~ 
tion 9(1) of the U.P. Sales Tax Act and 
toe proviso to that sub-section declares 
that no appeal shall be entertained unless 
it is accompanied by satisfactory proof 
of the payment of the amoxmt of tax ad- 
mitted by the appellant to be due or of 
such instalment thereof as may have be- 
come payable. The Supreme Court in 
Lakshim Ratan En^eerinS Works Ltd. 

V. AssL Sales Tax Commr., AIR 1968 SC 
488 = 21 STC 154 has laid dovm that it is 
open to an appellant to adduce satisfac- 
tory proof of such parent at any time 
before toe appeal is enterUdned, and toe 
appeal is 'entertained' when it Is first 
t^en up for judicial consideration. What 
toe appellant has to establish is that be 
has paid the amount of admitted tax. 

[There is nothing in the U.P. Sales Tax Act 
Rules which requires that there should 
a statement in the memorandum of 
appeal as to the amount of tax admitted 
to be due and paid. Rule 66 which men- 
tions what should be contained in toe 
memorandum of appeal does not contem- 
plate such a statement. It merely re- 
quires that as regards toe admitted tax 
liability it shall be accompanied by toe 
challan showing deport In the treasury 
of the admitted tax. The Supreme Court 
has held In Lakshmf Ratap. Enginecting 
Works Ltd.. AIR 1968 SC 488=21 STC 
154 (supra) that even this requirement Is 
directory only and that it is open to an 
appellant to prove by producing the 
challan or by any other mode available 
to him that toe admitt^ tax has been 
paid, and he may do this at any etage be- 
fore the appeal ^ entertained. The vtate- 
ment in the memorandum of appeal that 
toe admitted tax has been paid, therefore, 
is not a requirement contemplated by the 
Act or toe Rules, and if it is open to an 
appellant to prove at any tone before the 
appeal is entertained that toe admitted 
tax has been deposited, it is necessarily 
Implied that he can at any stage before 
the appeal is entertained show what Is the 
amount of admitted tax and that it has 
been paid. An erroneous statement made 
in toe memorandum of appeal in that 
regard cannot be made a ground for re- 
jecting the appeal as defective and cainot 
preclude toe appellant from establishing 
at any time before the appeal is enter- 
tained that the admitted tax has bera 
deposited. In this view of the matter, 
the appellate authority was w r un g In 
holding that it was not open to the peti- 
tioner to show that the statement made 
in the memo ra nda of appeal was Incor- 
rect In my opinion, the question whe- 
ther the appellate authority enjoys the 
power to permit an amendment of the 
memorandum of appeal does not arise 
because toe statement which the peti- 
tioner sought to correct is not a satement 
required by the Act and the Rules to be 


mentioned in a memorandum of apoeal 
Shri ^ N. Singh, the learned Chief 
Standing Counsel for the respondents, 
fairly concedes that toe appellate order Is 
erroneous and is liable to be quashed, 
Tbe matter coiild have ended there so 
far as we are concerned. The conse- 
quence of toe finding that the appellate 
o^ers are erroneous and must be quash- 
ed is that the appellate authority must 
now take up the appeals again and dis- 
pose them of in accordance with law. 

4. But two questions have been raised 
on the merits. One is whether the assess- 
ing authorily was justified in refusing to 
consider the Form ni-A filed by the 
petitioner during the assessment proce^- 
ings. Those Forms were filed not with 
the quarterly returns but some time after. 
It is not in dispute that they were filed 
before the assessment order was made 
In my opinion toe assessing authority 
erred in not taking toose forms into con- 
dderation merely on the ground that they 
were not £1^ with the quarterly returns. 
I think the position is now well seWed in 
this Court toat the Forms may be filed 
by an assessee at any tone before the 
assessment order is made. 

5. Certain observations have been 
made by my brother Beg on the question 
whether the decision in Mansey La^han- 
eey and Co. v. State of U.P.. (1962) 13 
STC 898 (All) lays down the correct )atv 
in regard to the interpretation of R. 12-A' 
whito provides for Form IH-A. With 
great respect to my learned brother. I 
find myself xmable to agree vdto all that 
he has said in that rega^ 

6. In my opirdon. Rule 12-A must be 

construed to provide merely a conveni- 
ent mode of proving that the purchase of 
the goods is for resale in the same condi- 
tion. It does not lay down that the only 
mode of proving Is by furnishing 

Form m-A. That Is the oid^on express- 
ed by me in Sales Tax Officer. Sector ,V, 
Kanpur v. Shahbuddin Zakir Hussain & 
Co.. Special Appeal No. 374 of 1963. L/- 
12-8-1969 (All), and I shall ‘repr^uce 
my reasons for. coming to that opinion. 

7. ' Sub-section ( 1 ) of Section 3-AA 
provides that the turnover of the goo^ 
specified therein will be liable to tax ot 
the point of sale by the dealer to the 
consumer. Sub-section (2) provides that 
unless the dealer proves otherwise every 
sale by a dealer shall for toe purposes of 
sub-section (1) be presumed to be to a 
consumer. The Explanation which fol- 
lows declares that a sale to a registered 
dealer who purchased the goods for re- 
sale in the same condition in which he 
has purchased them or to an unregistered 
dealer shall, for the tnnposes of the sec- 
tion, be deemed to be a sale to top con- 
sumer. 

8. Rtde 12-A says 

^'Exemption of Sales under Section 3-AA> 
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'K Bale of any of the goods specified in 
Section 3-AA shall be deemed to be a 
isale to the consumer, unless it is to a 
dealer who furnishes a certificate in 
Form in-A to the effect that the goods 
purchased are for re-sale in the same 
condition. Details of all such certificates 
shall be furnished by the selling dealer 
with his return in Form IV.” 

9. There is no difficulty in appreciat- 
ing what is ordinarily meant when we 
speak of a sale to the consumer. The 
Explanation to Section 3-AA has added 
two categories. One is where the -ale 
is made to a registered dealer who does 
not purchase them for sale in the same 
condition in which he has purchased 
them, but sells them after procesring 
them or altering them to produce a new 
article. The other is where the sale is 
made to an Tmregistered dealer. Both 
categories are deemed for the purpose of 
Section 3-AA to be sales made to the 
consumer. There can be little doubt that 
the word "deemed” in the Explanation 
has been used to give an extended mean- 
ing to the ordinary connotation of the 
expression "sale to the consumer”. That 
the word "deemed” can be so used is now 
well settled. Khatizabai v. Controller of 
Estate Duty, AIR i960 Bom 61 at p. 70. 

10. Now, one thing is dear, and that 
Is that the tax is levied only at the point 
of sale by the dealer to the consiuner. In 
construing the provisions of Section 3-AA 
and Rule 12-A that mxist be kept dearly 
in mind. The Legislature appears to 
have antidpated that there would be con- 
siderable difficulty in determining whe- 
ther a particular sale wais made to the 
consumer. To obviate that difficulty, 
the Legislature enacted sub-section (2) of 
Section 3-AA. It provides that unless 
the dealer proves otherwise every sale by 
him would, for the purposes of sub-sec- 
tion (1) of Section 3-AA, be presumed to 
be to the consumer. The burden is thrown 
upon the dealer to show that the sale 
was not made to the consumer. It is 
manifest that sub-section (2) merdy 
enacts a rule of evidence for the purpose 
of giving effect to the substantive provi- 
don in sub-section - (1). Sub-section (2), 
it will be noticed, does not indicate what 
should be the natiire and mode of proof 
by which -ffie dealer may establish that 
the sde made by him is not to the con- 
sumer. That has been left entirely to the 
choice of the dealer. In short, therefore, 
sub-section (2) lays the burden of proof 
on the dealer and leaves it to him to 
determine how he discharges that burden. 

11. And so we come to Rule 12-A At 
first blush, the rule gives the impression 
tiiat unless tiie selling dealer is armed 
with a certificate in Form TII-A from the 
purchasing dealer the sale made by him 


must be considered to be a sale to the 
consumer. On further consideration, 
however, I am unable to read the Rule 
to mean that. To my mind, the Rule 
suggests a convenient mode to the selling 
dealer for proving that the goods have 
not been sold to the consumer. It pro- 
vides for no more than that. The certi- 
ficate in Form III-A is one mode in which 
the selling dealer may establish that he 
has not sold the goods to the consumer. 
But that is not the only mode. If the 
contrary view is accepted, it will limit 
the selling dealer to that mode alone and 
wfil preclude from adopting any other 
mode of proof. It must not be forgotten 
that Rule 12-A has been framed for giv- 
ing effect to the purposes of Section 3-AA 
If it seeks to li m it the selling dealer to a 
specific mode of proof it clearly attempts 
to impose restriction which was not con- 
templated by sub-section (2). It may have 
been a different matter if sub-section (2) 
had read, "unless the dealer proves other* 

wise in the manner prescribed ”, 

when it could have been legitimately 
contended that the only mode of proof 
available to the dealer was the mode 
prescribed in Rule 12-A But that the 
Legislatiire did not enact. 

12. There is another aspect of the 
matter. If Rule 12-A provides the only 
mode for a selling dealer to prove that 
the sale by him is not to the consumer 
there will be cases where the Rule may 
operate to nuQify the object of S. 3-AA 
An iUustration will demonstrate this. A 
registered dealer sells goods -to another 
registered dealer. The goods are pur- 
chased by the purchasing dealer for re- 
sale in the same condition in which he 
piurchased them. He sells them to a con- 
sximer. Inasmuch as the sale by him £s 
a sale to the consumer, it is the purchas- 
ing dealer who is liable to tax. Ordinarily, 
the purchasing dealer would furnish a 
Form ni-A to the selling dealer and on 
production of that Form the selling dealer 
could establish that he was not liable to 
tax. But there may be cases where the 
purchasing dealer does not furnish the 
Form ni-A to the selling dealer. In four 
Sales Tax References Commr, of Sales 
Tax V. Lary Leather Agency, STR No. 
255 of 1966, D/- 2-5-1969 (All), Commr. 
of Sales Tax v. Society Leather Stores, 
STR No. 256 of 1966, D/- 2-5-1969 (All), 
Commr. of Sales Tax v. Star Leather 
Agencies. STR No. 257 of 1966. D/- 2-5- 
1969 (All) and Commr, of Sales Tax v. 
Abdul Bazzaq Leather Stores, STR No. 
258 of 1966. D/- 2-5-1969 (AR), this Court 
had recently to consider a situation 
where the asscssee had admittedly made 
the sale to the consumer and had not 
furnished Form IH-A to the dealer from 
whom he had purchased tlie goods. The 
contention of the assessee in each case 
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■was that as the selling dealer cotJd nrt 
funush Form III-A the tax should be 
levied on the selling dealer, and the ^ 
having been levied on the selling dealer 
it could not be levied upon him because 
it was a single-point levy. It is import- 
ant to note that the statute places no 
obligation on the purchasing dealer to 
furnish the Form to the selling dealer. 
In that event, if Rule 12-A can be smd 
to provide the only mode for proving 
that the sale is not to the Mnsumer, the 
selling dealer cannot establish that the 
sale by him is not to the consumer, and 
he will be liable to tax. By an act of h^ 
own volition, namely refusing to furnish 
the certificate in Form III-A the purchas- 
ing desder who sells to the consumer can 
cause the liability which sub-section (1) 
imposes on him to be ^dsited Instead on 
the dealer from whom he l^d purchased 
the goods, and escape the liability, him- 
self on the argument that the tax cannot 
be levied at more than one point. A 
construction such as this would enable a 
dealer, who sells to the consumer, to sub- 
vert the operation of sub-section (1) and 
make its application depend on his In^- 
vidual decision as to whether he furnishes 
Form III-A to the selling dealer or not 
It could never have been contemplated 
by the Legislature that the application 
and operation of sub-section (1) should 
turn on the volition of an Individual who 
could divert the course of the lew by 
withholding Form III-A The conduct of 
such an individual is not controlled by 
the statute, there being no obligation on 
him to furnish the Form. 


13. The illustration may be carried 
further. Consider a case where the goods 
are the subject of sale in a series of sales 
by many succesave dealers. Let us as- 
sume that it is only the last sale where 
the goods are not purchased for resale in 
the same conation but are intended to 
be manufactured into a different com- 
mercial commodity. Clearly, in the light 
of the explanation to Section 3-AA it Is 
only the last sale wUch must be deemed 
to ^ a s^e to the consumer and which, 
therefore, attracts the tax under sub-sec- 
tion (1). If Form III-A is the only mode 
of proving that the sale is not to the con- 
sumer, and. for whatever reason, each 
selHng dealer is not tfven the Form by 
the corresponding purchasing dealer, 
then all these selling dealers will be 
liable to tax on the sale made by them on 
the ground that they have not produced 
Form ni-A before the assessing autho- 
rity. it is immaterial that there is an 
understanding between the dealers that 
the punhasing dealer will furnish Form 
ni-A to the selling dealer or even that 
there is a contract between them to that 
effect Breach of contract ' is not tm- 
kno'R’n, and there will always be a case, 
no matter what the understanding or the 


circumstances, where Form in-A is not 
supplied by fhe purchasing dealer to the 
selling dealer. If Form III-A is the only 
proof permitted by the law to the selling 
dealer, then on his failure to produce It. 
it will be presumed that the s^e by him 
is to the consumer. In the case taken by 
me of many successive dealers, the Sales 
Tax Officer will be bound to levy the tax 
at as many points of sale as there are 
selling dealers who have not been given 
form III-A by their purchasing dealer. 
There can be little dispute that thus an 
essential reqmrement of sub-section (1), 
namely that the tax be levied at sin^e 
point, will be flagrantly violated. 

14. Rule 12-A it must be remembered, 
embodies a rule of eiddence. Provisions 
relating to evidence, specially those made 
in the exercise of a rule-making power, 
cannot be so construed as to limit or 
defeat the statutory provision laying 
down the substantive law. Rule 12-A it 
is true, has been made in the exerdse of 
the power conferred on the State Gov- 
ernment imder Section 24, sub-section (4) 
of which provides that the rules shall 
have effect as if enacted in the Act. But 
that conseauence accrues only If the 
rules are made within the confines 
of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) 
of Section 24. See Chief Inspector of 
Mines V. Karam Chand Thapar. Sub-sec- 
tion (1) empowers the State Government 
to make rules "to carry out the purposes 
of this Act”, and no rule can be made In 
the exercise of that power which nulMes 
the purposes of the Act or of any of its 
provisions. It cannot be forgotten that 
a rule is merely subordinate legislation, 
^bordinate to the statute under which 
it is made. If Rule 12-A Is construrf as 
laving down that Form ni-A Is the only 
mode of proving that the sale is not to 
the consumer, it will, as I have attempt^ 
to show, defeat the provisions of Sec- 
tion 3-AA and be invalid on that ground. 
It is well settled that if a Rule can reason- 
ably be so construed as to awsid It being 
declared invalid that construction must 
be given to it If Rule 12-A Is construed 
as laying down a convenient mode only 
that the goods are purchased for re^e 
in the s a m e condition and not as laying 
down the only mode of proof, then. In 
my opinion, it can be considered as a 
rule made for the purposes of Sea 3-AA 
and not made in violation of It 

IS. I may refer to the decision of the 
Supreme Court in AIR 1968 SC 488^ 
(1968) 21 STC 154. The proviso to Sec. 9 
of the U.P. Sales Tax Act provides that 
no appeal against an assessment shall ^ 
entertained unless it is accompanied by 
satisfactory proof of pa'yment of the 
amount of tax admitted by the appellant 
to be due. Rule 66(2) of the U.P. Sales 
Tax Rules provides that the memorandum 
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of appeal shall be accompanied by the 
chaUan showing- deposit in the treasury 
of the admitted tax. ^Before the Supreme 
Court it was contended that Rule oo 
provided the only mode of provmg 
the admitted tax had been deposited. The 
Supreme Court held that the tenM of 
the proviso to Section 9 were fi^eral; ^ 
that the proviso required was sati^acto^ 
proof, and it was not open to a Rule to 
make the section narrower by prescnbu^ 
a . particular mode. The Supreme Court 
observed; 


"The rule lays down one unconte^ble 
mode of proof which the Court 
ways accept but it does not exclude the 
operation of the proviso when equally 
satisfactory proof is made available to 
the officer hearing the appeffi ^d it ^ 
proved to his satisfaction tbat the pay 
ment of the tax has been duly made and 
ffi toe this sense, the. rule can be 
reaSSed as directory since .it lays down 
one of those modes which will be 
tioned for its validity. The modes 

of proof are not necessarily shut out. , 
And I might here, add the. Supreme Court 6 
further observation! 

"Tt is to be remembered that all rules 
of wSodoS io tateoded to advaoce 
justice and not to defeat it. 

Sales Tax Act and Section 5 (2) (a) (U) or 
gld* to the Act and 

S %= so conattucd » ^ co^ct 

OmSr” Am 1966 sc 12-HS65) 10 STO 

607. which held the provision to be m^ 

datorv That was a case where the sto 
tute exempted sales made to a regirtere 
Ser of goods of. ffie ^a^ 
specified in the registrahon certificate oi 
f^assLee dealer. It ws a case of the 
Statute conferrmg an exemption 
v.dthout anrthing moia The Pc^Pou 
under Section 3-AA is 
The miscliicf is far greater. Tlie imo.^t 
is felt not merely at the pomt of sale y 
tlie ^-ssee dealer who is unable to pr^ 
■uie ttt-A but its repercussions 

duce Form IU-a. .tr-hirh be- 

OTium ‘S SnSuSlS te'thc 'Sdstcnce 


of the directive in sub-section (1) that 
the tax shall he levied at one point only, 
viz. at the point of sale by a dealer , to 
the consumer. It is an injunction which 
cannot be disobeyed by the assessing 
authority. Disobedience of that injunc- 
tion will result in the diversion of the 
levy to a point not considered taxable by 
the Legislature. In the example I have 
already given, if one or more successive 
selling dealers are unable to get Form 
TTT -A from their nurchasing dealer, the 
sales made by them will attract the tax 
instead of the sale which has been actu- 
ally made to the consumer. Because it is 
a ^gle-point levy, the latter sale, which- 
the Legi^ture has made taxable, escapes 
the tax. It must be remembered that 
•the burden is not on the assessing autho- 
rity to investigate and find out which is 
the sale to the consumer. The burden of 
proof has, by sub-section (2) of S. 3-A^ 
been cast on the assesspe. If Rule 12-A is 
mandatory, then unless Form III-A is 
produced by the assessee, the sale by him 
be treated as the sale to the consu- 
mer. As the position arising under Sec- 
tion 3-AA of the U.P. Sales Tax Art . is 
materially diSerent from that obtaining 
under Section 5(2)(aKii) of the Bengal 
Act. the observations of the Supreme 
Court in Kedamath Jute Manufacturing 
Co.. Ltd., AIR 1966 SC 12= (196.5). 16 
STC 607 (supra) do not, in my opimon, 
apply to the case before us. 

17. It has been said that the. word 
"unle-^s” in Rule 12-A makes the fihng of 
Form ni-A mandatory. That may . be 
so in the usual kind of case, where it is a 
case of obtaining an exemption merely 
and the impart of that exemption is con- 
fined to the point of sale by the particu- 
lar assesses dealer. But I feel f^reat 
difficulty in agreeing, where . that con- 
struction would lead to a confhet betwee.n 
the Rule and the Section and where it 
would lead to results opposed to the very 
intent of the Legislature. H Rule 12-A 
is not open to the construction I ha-y'e 
suggested then, in my opinion, it w^ 
have to be struck dovn. To read it in the 
wy I have done v.iU enable it to ^rvive 
and to provide a convenient mode for the 
assessee to discharge the burden of proof 

cast upon him by sub-section (2) of Sec 
tion 3-AA- 

18 The respondent relied upon (19G2) 
11 STC 898 (All) where a learned single 
Judle^ro^nied Rule 12-A to the con- 
With respect, I am unable m s^vee 
S’the opinion expressed in that case. 


19 On the other question, namely 
■n-heth''r the blankets under con-sidcration 
Tre aititled to Kccmption from t.ax K v.ws 
stated on behalf of the petitioner diat it 
v^s a matter which could properlv be 
dis^'cd of by the authorities con-rtitu.cd 
S the Act It is not nece-ssari* there- 


S68 AIL tPrs. 19-25] J. K. Manufacturers v. S. T. Officer (FB) (Beg J.] A. LB. 


lore, to express any otanion In respect 
of that question. 

20. The petitioner urges that the as- 
sessnaent orders should be quashed by 
this Court and the cases sent down to the 
Sales Tax Officer for reassessment. In- 
asmuch as the petitioner deliberately 
chose the forum of appeal during the pen- 
dency of these writ petitions, and we have 
been invit^ to consider whether the 
orfers of the appdlate authority dismiss- 
ing the appeals are well founded in law 
I think it only right that having held 
that the appellate orders are erroneous 
the cases ^ould go back to the appellate 
authority for reconsideration and deosion 
in accordance with law. There is also 
the undertaking given by the learned 
Chief Standing Counsel for the respon- 
dents, and accepted by tis. that the peti- 
tioner will not be treated as being in de- 
fault in respect of the balance of the tax 
assessed against it for the three assess- 
ment years so long as the appeals remain 
pending before the appellate authority. 

21. I would quash the orders of the 
appellate authority dismissing the appeals 
and direct it to bear them again and dis- 
pose them of In accordance with law. In 
the drarmstances, the parties shottld 
be^ their own 


22. H. C F. TBIFATHL J.: I agree, 
with the judgment proposed by Eon’ble 
Pathak, J. 

23. AL H. BBG, Ju Three connected writ 
petitions challenging a common assess- 
ment order lor the three assessment years 
1961-62 and 1962-63 and 1963-64 passed 
by the Sales Tax Officer, Sector H, Kan- 
pur. opposite party No. 1. against the 
petitioning company, have been referred 
to this Bench for decision of the 
whole case. The petitions raised three 
common questions. One of these ques- 
tions was whether sales of cotton blankets 
by the petitioning company, for 
Rs. 15. 63, 351-14 P, in the assessment 
year 1961-62, for Rs. 13.28.382-91 P. in 
the assessment year 1962-63, and for 
Bs. 30.60,437-84 P. in the assessment year 
1963-64. could be exempted from tax 
under Section 3-AA of the UJ*. Sales Tax 
Act (hereinafter referred to as the Act). 
It was indicated in the referring order 
that this question could be more appro- 
priately decided on evidence on record 
by the Sales Tax authorities themselves. 
This question resolved itself Into: Kd 
the blankets, after having been cut Into 
convenient rires. borders of nnnthCT 
material stitebed on at two ends; consti- 
tute garments when they were sold, as 
was held by a Division Bench of tMs 
Court in Firm. Jaswant Ram Jai Narain 
V. Sales Tax Officer. a955) 6 STC 388 
tAR) with regard to saris, lihap^g phaids, 
and bed-covers, or. did they ctili fan 
under the clasrification "cotton fabrics of 
aR varieties” wbi^ are generaRy measur- 


ed and cut at the ime of sale? This ques- 
tion has not been argued before us by 
either side as it was assumed that it is to 
he decided by the Sales Tax authorities 
tfaem^ves on facts of the case. ,We, 
th^efore. refrain from deciding it. 


24. Two other questions, which have 
been argued before us remain to be de- 
cided by us. The first is whether the 
Sales Tax Officer was right in refusing 
exemption to sales of yam. to the extent 
of Rs. 59.38.364-83 F. for the assessment 
year 1961-62, of Rs. 63,13,981-01 P. for 
the assessment year 1962-63 and of 
Rs. 60,59,755-30 P. for the assessment 
year 1963-64. on the ground that the 
p^Uoner had not submitted certificates 
in Form III-A, showing that these goods 
were sold to a dealer for re-sale in the 
same condition, either with its quarterly 
returns in Form IV or within a time ob- 
tained especially for filing them although 
the petitioning company had submltt^ 
these certificates long before the comple- 
tion of the assessment proceedings on 
30th November, 1964. The second ques- 
tion is whether the Commissioner, Sales 
Tax U.P., added as an opposite party 
after the filing of the writ petitions, 
sightly rejected the appeals of the pi^- 
tioning assessee against the orders of the 
Sales Tax Officer solely on the ground 
that the memorandum of app eal each 
case did not disclose the admitted to 
be due with the result that the memo- 
landa of appeals were defective. 


25. A preliminary objection was 
by Mr, K. N. Singh, the Chief Standing 
Counsel for the Stale, that the writ peti- 
tions are liable to be disaifssed on the 
ground that the petitioner had filed the 
writ petitions on 31st January 1966, dur- 
ing the pendency of the appe^ before 
the Assistant Commissioner, Sales Tax 
who rejected the appeals on a preliminary 
ground, as indicated above on 21st Febru- 
ary. 1966. The petitioner had thereafter 
filed amendment appRcations to implead 
the Assistant Commissioner Sales Tax 
and had prayed for quashing of the com- 
mon^ orders made by the Assistant Com- 
missbner on common groimds in aU the 
three appeals. This Court had aUowed 
the amendment and pemutted addition 
of grounds directed against the orders of 
the Assistant Commissioner as welL The 
le^ed counsel for the opposite parties 
submitted that there was. nevertheles, 
aa alternative remedy open to the peti- 
tion er by means of an application for 
rewsioa ond^ Sec. 10 of the Act. and, 
tterMfter. by means of a reference to 
this Court imder Sec. 11 of the Act In 
tecfa case. It was submitted that the peti- 
tioner. not having avafled Itself of these 
inodes of redress, should not be aRowed 
to invoke the extraordinary jurisdiction 
of this Court under Article 226 of the 
Constitution. 
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26. In reply to the above mentioned 
pr elimin ary objection, hJir. Jagdish Swa- 
3rup, appearing on b ehalf of the petitioner, 
pointed out that the validity of R. 12-A 
of the Rules made under ^ the Act had 
been questioned by the petitioner. It _was 
submitted „that no relief could be given 
to the petitioner for such a grievance 
even by this Court when deci<^g a refer- 
ence under Sec. 11 of the Art inasmum as 
the limitations imposed by Sec. 11 tlm 
Art upon the jurisdiction of tins Coi^ 
will preclude a consideration of the vaU- 
dity of either any provision of the Act or 
any rule made thereunder. 

27. In K. S. Venkataraman 

(P) Ltd. v. State of Madras, _ 17 STL 
418=AIR 1966 SC 1089 the view of *e 
majority of their -030 

Supreme Court, expressed 
J with regard to the :unsdiction e^r- 
dsed under Sec. 66 of the 
Act 1922 was; '*It has been held by this 
Court tha’t the jurisdiction 
the High Court by Sec. 66 of the Iimome 
tax Art is a specM advisory n-ms^ction 
and its scope is stnctly l^ted by t^ 
section conferring the 
only decide questions 

out of the order of the Tnbimal_^d ftat 
are referred to it. Can it be sm 
question whether a Provision of the ACT 

is ultra vires of the 
out of the 

■hnml is a creature of the statute, it can 

statutory Provision or of 

rule had been questioned. But, tnw 

SrfsUps. (sSp% 

tVint a writ petition could not be 

t p^iieVupd 

native remedy was open m ^ of 

kSre.“{1967^° 9 STC 66 (SC), iotiovtog 

Venkataraman Co.’s as 

IffiSr has to admirer, cann°^^® 

before Madhya 

?Sii“2flTc“ Short Hotoo) S - 

(AIR 1969 SC 78). 

1970 AlL/24 Vn G— 13 
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28. Although the Supreme Court has 
not specifically hdd in any_ case brought 
to our notice that an authority created by 
a statute cannot question the validity of 
even a rule purpoiing to be made under 
the Statute, yet, after the pronouncements 
of the Supreme Court, in the wide terms 
indicated above. Sales Tax authorities 
could not be expected to decide whether 
a rule, purporting to be made under a 
statutory provision declaring rules made 
thereunder to have the same effect as if 
enacted by the legislature, is valid. 

29. An alternative reply_ to the preli- 

minary objection was also given by learn- 
ed counsel for the petitioner. This is 
that Rule 12-A having been held to be 
valid in a single judge decision of this 
Court, (1962) 13 STC 898 (AU), which 

was binding upon the Assistant Commis- 
sioner, the petitioner could only get an 
adjudication within a reasonable time on 
the question raised by it upon a petition 
under Article 226 of_ the Constitution. 
Learned counsel pointed out that the 
Supreme Court, in AIR 1968 SC 488= 
1968-21 STC 154 had, in a siinilar situa- 
tion, refused to apply the principle that 
the existence of an alternative remedy 
bars relief by interference on grant of 
special leave to appeal under Article 136 
of the Constitution. Moreover, as the 
referring order indicates, the questions 
raised by the petitioner before us are of 
sufficient importance to deserve ^ 
authoritative pronouncement by th^ 
Court. We, therefore, overrule the preli- 
minary objection. 

30. Now, taking up the first of the 
two questions we have to decide, tiie im- 
pugned Rule 12-A, relied upon by the 
Sales Tax Officer, may be quoted. it 
reads as follows: 

"12-A. Exemption of Sales under Sec- 
tion 12-A — A sale of any of the goods 
specified in Sec. 3-AA shall be deemed to 
be a sale to the consumer, pless it is 
delivered to a dealer who furnishes a 
certificate in Form m-A to the effort that 
the goods purchased are for resale in the 
same condition. DetaiL of ^ 
ficates shall be furnished by ffie^sellmg 
dealer with his return m Form FV , 

This is clearly a rifie of evideMe ^^de 
for the purpose of enabling a satisfactory 
adjudication on the statutory nght given 
by Sec. 3-AA(l) of the Art to obtain an 
exemption of certain sales of goods, m- 
cSig those of cotton yam. frona mles 
tax "except at the point of the sale by a 
d^e^ to ffie consumer” and that. too at 
Trate not exceeding two naya paisc per 
Tmy'e Thus, a deiler selhng to another 
and not directly to a mnsimer 
will not pay any sales tax on the srte If 
hTpmvef that it is, a sale "for resale m 
the same condition.” 

31 Before determining the 
meaning of Rule 12-A we must notice 
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Set 12-AA{21 of the Act where the le^ 
lature itself has enacted a presumption 
of law. against the dealer claiming the 
benefit of Sea 3-AA(l). in the following 
terms; "Unless the dealer proves other- 
wise, every sale by a dealer shall for pur- 
poses of sub-section (1). be presumed to 
a consumer.” The Explanation to Sec- 
tion 3-AA adds: “A s^e of any of the 
goods specified in sub-section fll to a 
registered dealer who does not purchase 
them for resale in the same condition In 
whiA he has pxu'diased them, or to an 
unregistered dealer shall, for purposes 
of this Section, be deemed to be a sale— 
to consumer.” It may well be that, 
with these stringent profusions with 
which the right to obtain an exemption 
of certain s^es from taxation is hedged 
round, it was considered necessary to re- 
lieve the dealer rlatTning exemption from 
the rigour of the law provided he takes 
certain steps to safeguard his interests in 
selling to other dealers for resale of goods 
in the same condition. Viewed in this 
light. Rule 12-A would appear to be 
meant to protect the interests of dealers 
who comply with its terms and not to 
Impair their rights. 

32. Rule 13-A was made under Sea 24 
of the Act to carry out toe purposes of 
toe Act and not to defeat toem. Sec- 
tion 24 (41 gives rules made under S. 24 
the same effect as the provisions of the 
Act It is significant that Rule 12-A. while 
reiterating the presumption found In Sec- 
tion 3-AA (2). in a slightly different 
languaga indicates toe mode of rebutting 
it by means of the prescribed certificates. 
The language of the Rule certainly indi- 
cates that the mode prescribed here is 
the only method of rebutting the presump- 
tion. The question was. therefore, raised 
whether R. 12-A does not unduly Curtail 
the right to an exemption found in S. 3-AA 
(11 and even dreumsetibe the means of 
rebutting a presumption which would be 
left open to the dealer to choose if Sec- 
tion 3-AA (2) was the onlv provision to 
be considered. 

33. As already indicated by me. R. 12-A 
could very well be meant to aid a dealer 
claiming exanption in Burmoxmting a 
presumption which would otherwise 
operate against him. It does not really 
conflict with Section 3-AA (2). but fills a 
gap on a matter on which Se^on 3-AA (21 
is silent. Its effect is that the dealer is 
obliged to obtain the best and most con- 
venient form of evidence, to show that 
he is entitled to get an exemption, at a 
time and in a manner which ensure that 
it is above suspicion and is not lost. The 
last sentence of the Rule which directs 
the dealer to furnish details of prescribed 
certificates with his returns "in Form IV 
seems also intended to guard against 
spurious certificates supplied later and to 


enable authorities to check up in time toe 
correctness of detaUs given. The selling 
dealer can certainly refuse to sell with- 
out charging sales tax unless and until the 
purchasing dealer either certifies or imder- 
taitos to certify in prescribed form. 

34. I am imable to see how prescribing 
the most convenient and reasonable mode 
of proof, in the circumstances of the case, 
so as to safeguard the interests of dealers 
as well as of the revenues of the State, 
can be prohibited even if. by prescribing 
such a mode of proof only, other modes of 
proof are necessarily barred by implica- 
tion. Statutory provisions reqiiiring cer- 
tain transactions to be evidenced by writ- 
ing are not unfamiliar. And, when 
transactions are reduced to writing. Sec- 
tion 91 of the Evidence Act, containing toe 
best evidence rule, prohibits reception of 
oral evidence to prove the terms of the 
transactions. The notion is, therefore, 
not novel. It is a part of toe basic norms 
of our law of Evidence. The Hula viewed 
as a whole, reflects and satisfies two well 
recognised principles found in oxm law of 
Evidence: that of natural, ordinary, logical 
but optional presumptions of fact con- 
verted into obligatory rebuttable presump- 
tions of law. and, the best evidence ntia 

35. After having had the advantage of 
going through toe judgment of my 
learned brother, R. S. Patoak. J., I 
reconsidered toe question whether R. 12-A 
could be interpreted as laying down only 
one of the posable ways of rebutttog a 
statutory presumption. I find that the 
primary object and the plain meaning of 
Rule J2-A is to prescribe certification by 
the purchasing dealer as the only 

of protection for the selling dealer which 
enables him to repel the statutory pre- 
sumption most convenientlv. The xise of 
the word "unless” fn the Rule shows that 
the Conditions In which the statutory pre- 
STOPtion can be repelled are exhaust^ 
^ the Rule although the l^guage of the 
Rule leaves room for proof of certification 
in exceptional cases by methods other 
than filing certificates obtained which 
IMY have been lost. So long as certifica- 
tion is proved, a merely defective form 
of It will not matter. To go beyond this 
appears to me, with great respert for my 
learned brother’s opinion, to be not open 
to us. If the effect of the Rule, as It 
stands, is that it goes beyond the provi- 
sions of Section 3-AA and results in absur- 
dities. we can declare it to be void on 
that ground. But. we cannot rewrite It 
or reconstruct it or interpret it out of ex- 
istence if its meaning is. as it appears to 
me to be, clear and explicit. 


36. In AIR 1966 SC 12 at p. 14 — 1965- 
16 STC 607 the Supreme Court, dealing 
with a statutory provision the meaning of 
which appeared to be clear and unambl- 
guo^ to it. observed that It was for the 
Legislature and the rule authority 
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and not for the Court to soften the pos- 
able rigour of the provisions. It explained 
that the object of a proviso, prescribmg 
the only mode of obtaining an exemption 
from sales tax by furnishing a declaration 
form, could not be defeated by so inter- 
preting it that it become redimdant and 
otiose. It rejected the submission that the 
proviso meant: "if the declaration fonn is 
furnished well and good; but, if not fu^rn" 
shed, other evidence could be produced. 
The ground given for rejecting such a con- 
tention was that the clause could not be 
rewritten so as to ignore the prov^o- to 
my opinion, the word i^ess , i^ed m 
Eule 12-A, clearly gives to_ what foU^s 
after it an' efiect exactly suntiar to that 
of the proviso considered by the Supreme 
Court. Such a conclusion appears mescaji- 
able to me on the lan^ge of the nde. 
In Kedaranath, J. M. Co. s c^e 2 

the Supreme Court, after 
obiect of the proviso considered there, 
observed: "The liberal construction sug- 
gested will facilitate the commisaon of 
fraud and introduce administrative m- 
conveniences, both of wluch the proi^ion 
of the said clause see^ to “ 

seems to me that Rule 12-A, m ad^t^n 
to serving these very obaecte. was design- 
ed to facilitate the task of the dealer who 
sells. It is. therefore, reasonable ^d valid 
and does not go beyond the otoecfr ^ 
Section 3-AA of the Act even on the stnct 
and narrow construction I have adopted. 

37 In (1962) 13 STC 898 (All) BrijM 
Gupta, J.. held: "So far as Rule 12-A Is 
coiSm-ned, it in no way takes away frona 
mSi iS? right or the opporti^ty to rebut 
the presumption. All that that nde does 
is to lay down that in order to rebut the 
presumption and to -^ove a confr^ 
nf facts to exist, a certificate m Form iu a 
•win be the only materi^ or evidence. 
Sns wlule the section deals with the 
right or the opportunity to prove or d^- 
prove a particular fact, the rule deals wA 
?hrmlterials on the basis of wMch the 
fact might be proved or 
foUows that the subject-matter of bee 
tion 3-AA and of Rule 12-A is qmte |s- 
tinct. It must, therefore, be held that 
Rule 12-A does not in any way abridge 
oAake away the right conferred bv Sec- 
^ aa The proceedmg for 

has' to mitiated and to due 
course, to be concluded, to the coi^e of 
the proceeding, certain conclusions hwe to 
be reached on the basis of the _ evutonre 
and the materials produced therein, from 
this it is quite clear that a rule prowding 
tor the mode of proof or prowding tor 
materials on the basis of which a p^- 
Sdar fact might be established or a 
cular presumption rebutted is a f 

carrying out the purposes of the A^ and 
^hdly made under sub-section (1) 
^ 24 in the exerdse of the gene- 

rality of the rule-making power. Further 


it seems to me that the impugned rule 
also falls within the ambit of the parti- 
cular powers envisaged under Section 24 
(2) (c) and (f). In either view, it appears 
to me to be quite dear that the rule-mak- 
ing authority was fuUy empowered to 
make Rule 12-A in the exerdse of the 
power conferred on it under the Act.” 

38. I would respectfully accept the 
statement of reasons given above tor hold- 
ing that Rule 12-A is valid after making 
a slight possible modification resulting 
from the language of the Rule 12-A to 
stating the effect of the Rule, if this state- 
ment of the law reaUy means that the 
prescribed certificates must invariably be 
produced to evidence. The rule, while 
TnaVing certification by the purchasing 
dealers essential evidence of conditions of 
sales to them, does not, on the language 
used, make the filing of certificates them- 
selves absolutely indispensable to every 
case. It leaves room for giving evidence 
of certification to very exceptional cases 
where, due to no fault of the assessee, the 
sales, though shown to have been certified, 
caimot be supported by the prescribed cer- 
tificates at the time of assessment e.g. due 
to destruction by fire or a flood. Satis-' 
factory proof, to such extraordinary cases, 
that the sales were duly supported by the 
prescribed certificates furnished by the 
purchasing dealers, will still meet the 
requirements of the Rule, The Rule as 
it stands, certainly has the effect of com- 
peUtog an assessee who claims the benefit 
of Section 3-AA of the Act to prove certi- 
fication by piurchastog dealers. But. the 
rule cannot, to my opinion, be held to be 
liltra vires on this grotmd alone. The 
obligation imposed on assessees is quite 
reasonable and necessary. Even if a 
hypothetical situation, which has not 
arisen to any case before us. were to 
arise in which a purchasing dealer wrong- 
ly or dishonestly refuses to certify a 
purchase which is tor resale to the same 
condition, the Sales’ Tax Officer is not 
powerless. The power, imphedly con- 
tained to Section 14 (2) (h) of the Act, 
can be used, to such eventuaht^, to 
compel the purchasing dealer rither to 
certify or to show cause why he does not 
do so Thus, certification can take place, 
in exceptional cases, even after assess- 
ment proceedings have commenced. 

39 This brings me to questions raised 
by the Sales’ Tax Officer’s orders about 
the stage and the predse form to which 
the assessee could prove certificaUom 
Buie 12-A clearly does not reqmre the 
assessee to file certificates to Form 3-A 
also with his quarterly returns to 
Form 4. It certainly does not .subject 
the assessee to the penalty of exclusion 
of these certificates from evidence altc^ 
nether if they are submitted afterwords, 
or. if they are not to prescribed form. 
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The last sentence of the rule apparently 
bears the character of a directory note 
appended to tte first and essential part 
of the Bale. It indicates what returns 
in Form 4 should contain when exemp- 
tion is claimei It has to be read In con- 
junction with Form 4 which contains five 
columns to be filled in under the heading: 
"Details in respect of sale of goods speci- 
fied in Section 3-AA on which exemption 
is claimed”. These columns In Form IV 
retjuire: Name and address of the pur- 
chasing dealer: Regis^tion certificate no. 
if any; Date of s^e; Sale price; No. of 
certificate in Form IH-A. If these columns 
In Form ly are duly filled up. the re- 
quirements of the la^ sentence of B. 12-A 
are fully met. There is no additional 
obligation impo^ by Buie 12-A, as the 
Sales Tax Officer erroneously assumed, 
that the prescribed certificates in Form 
m-A must a1<OT accompany the returns in 
Form IV or can be fil^ later only If time 
is espedally obtained for the purpose of 
filing the certificates but not otherurise. 


A-LB. 

raised by Section 3-AA (2) read with the 
first part of Rule 12-A. is rebutted or iwt, 
can only be decided, on the totality of 
evidence before the S^es Tax Officer 
when the evidence has to be weighed and 
an assessment order has to be passed. At 
that tiinp_, the Sales Tax Officer may fairly 
use non-compliance with the last part of 
Rule 12-A as a piece of evidence for con- 
rluding that some certificates filed before 
him in assessment proceedings are not 
genuine. Although the prescribed certi- 
ficate may provide prima fade evidence 
protecting the selling dealer it is not con- 
clusive. Rule 12-A specifies the tod of 
evidence which is required for rebutting 
the presumption, but it does not purport 
to regulate the question of time at which 
this evidence should be admitted in the 
course of assessment proceedings. Nor does 
It deal with evidence for other purposes 
vfiiich may be needed for assessment. The 
Sales:* Tax Officer can only act on legaUy 
sustainable grounds in exduding or ad- 
mitting evidence. 


40. The Sales Tax Officer adopted what 
may be characterised not only as a 
DmeonJao but also an entirely unwarrant- 
ed and unreasonable view, on the language 
of Rule 12-A itself, that the assessee 
cotfid not file even the prescribed certi- 
ficates long before the assessment pro- 
ceedings were concluded simply because 
certificates were neither filed with 
returns in Form TV nor within a time ob- 
tain^ from him lor the purpose If 
Rule 12-A were to have that effect. It 
woifid unreasonably curtail the assessee’s 
right to obtain an exemption under Sec- 
tion 3-AA and beexime void. It is a well- 
established rule of construction that, even 
where two views are posrible, a view 
which validates a led^Uve provition 
must be preferred. There is, however, no 
need here to resort to this prindnle. On 
the clear and explicit langxuge of R. 12-A. 
all that the assessee need do. when filmg 
his retxups, is to fill up the columns giving 
the required particulars. Rule 12-A could 
not be hdd to be invalid rimply bemuse 
it makes a supply of tMs information In 
Form IV obligatory on an assessee. It 
not go so far as to lay down that the 
presumption found m the earlier part of 
Rule 12-A cannot be rebutted if the obli- 
gation imposed by the last sentence of 
Buie 12-A is not discharged. On the 
language of Rule 12-A itself, a distinc- 
tion must be drawn between the results 
of assessee’s failure to discharge the obli- 
gation to prove certification, means 

that the presumption raised Is unrebutted, 
and of a non-compliance with the tag» 
sentence, the effect of which Is not giroi 
by the Rule but is left to be determined 
by the Sales Tax Officer. 

41, The question whether the lair and 
reasonable but obligatory presumirtian. 


42. In the cases before us, the Sales 
Tax Officer gave no legally acceptable 
grotmd for excludlzu? the certificates ffied 
by the assessee before him. There is na 
finding that the returns in Form TV were 
not duly filled up. Nor Is there any find* 
ing that the cer^eates filed did not ap* 
pear to be gentfine. The Sales Tax Of- 
ficer unreasonably restricted the assessee’a 
right to rebut a presumption of law. The 
learned Officer iUegally Imposed a timn. 
limit and an un warra nted condition upon 
the submissdon of certificates in Form 
in-A- ^ He failed to adjudicate upon their 
effect by excluding relevant evidence upon 
a clear misconception of the scope and 
meaning of Buie 12-A. Therefore, we 
conclude that, although. Rule 12-A is quite 
re^onable and valid, yet, the Sales Tax 
Officer has misapplied It in rejeetto the 
certificates subletted and has erred In 
reft^mg exemption on the ground given 
by h i m . Our conclusion does not, we 
would like to clarify, preclude the Sales 
Tax authontles from rejecting the certi- 
ficates before them on any other legally 
valid ground wijich may exist. 


«. Tumihg now to the second ques- 
tion before us, I find that the Assistant 
Com m is s ioner of Sales Tax treated the 
memorandum of appeal in each of the 
three cases as defective because the peti- 
tioner had put down the word "nil”’ 
against the third of the five statements 
given by the assessee in each TnpmnTanf^iTm 
of appeal before setting out the grounds 
of appeal. To illustrate what was done 
by the petitioner the five statements made 
in the memorandum of appeal against the 
order under Rule 41 (5) of the U. P, Sales 
Tax Act for the assessment year 1961-62 
may be reproduced. 
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Es. 75,01,716 
1.50.034 


Nil 

10-2-1965. 

50 


1970 

They are as follows: — 

Taxed turn-over, which Es 
objected to 

Tax assessed on above, not 
admitted payable. 

Tax admitted payable 
thereon and paid since the 
aforesaid order 
Date of receipt of order. 

Court-fee stamp affixed. 

Subsequently, the petitioner ffied a 
plementary memorandum of app^ m 
each case giving an 

which the third head w^ altered into. 
"Tax admitted payable and already Pai£ • 
After this change of caption, the assessee 
mentioned the actual sum 
case. To give an ^ 

case for assessment yearl961-62 the 
form of the amended statement is given 

^^^a^itted payable and already ^d: 
"Rs ci78-25” Tbis was the only ^mend- 
Snt S a^Bstee wanted to make in the 
memoranda of appeals. _ 

44 The Asastant CommisaonCT 
Tax held that he had no power to aUow 
an amendment of the ongmalmemorand^ 
?rf^w™in each case by reason of the 
2nd prowso to Section 9 of the Act which 
reads as follows: — 

"Provided, secondly, that the app^ate 
authority shall not exercise any POY^wf 

Of aUowing an 

orandum of appeal rL 

ip?& was rejected on thi?, f 
ground without going mto the merits ot 

the case. , . 

45 The memorandum of appeal 

(4) of Buie 67 read as follows.— 

’'HI If the memorandum of ap^al is 
not ffihrd^ it may be rejected or be re- 
Simed after the necessary mdorsement 


according to this rule, be exercised at the 
time of admission of the appeal Even if 
it is assumed that this power could not be 
exercised afterwards on the ground that 
the second proviso to Section 9 (1) set out 
above negatives the existence of such a 
power, yet, the appeals of the petitioner, 
having been admitted, it could be luged 
that there was no power to review the 
order a dmi tting an appeal left in the As- 
sistant Commissioner by reason of the 
provisions of the second proviso to Sec- 
tion 9 (11 of the Act Ltsell 

47. It may be mentioned here that 
K. 66 framed imder the Act setting out 
the form and contents of memorandum 
of appeal does not contain any set form 
for making the kind of statement which 
the appellant wanted to amend in each 
case. Buie 66 (1) and (2) runs as follows: 

"66. Contents of memorandum of ap- 
peal — (1) The memorandum of appeal 
shall specify the name and address of the 
appellant, shall set forth concisely and 
under distinct heads the grounds of objec- 
tion and the relief prayed for, md shall 
be signed by the appellant or his lawyer 
or his duly authorised agent and verified 
in the form given below: — 
the appellant 

I do hereby 

on behalf of the appellant 
declare that the contents of this memo- 
randum are true to the best of my know- 
ledge and belief. 

(2) The memorandum of appeal shall be 
accompanied by adequate proof of pay- 
ment of the fee and a certified copy of 
the order appealed against and the chalan 
showing deposit in the treasury of the 
tax admitted by the appellant to be due, 
or of EU^ instalments thereof as mignt 
have become payable," 

48. It has been contended before us, 
on behalf of the petitioner, that even if 
it is assumed that there was a defect m 
each memorandum of appeal, the appeal 
itself would not become incompetent. It 
has been held by the Supreme Coui^ in 
Garilcpati Veerraya v. Subbiah Choudhry, 
AIB 1957 SC 540 and also in Daji Saheb 
V. Shanlcer Bao Vitharao Mane, AIB 1056 
SC 29, that a statutory right of appeal «s 
a vested right. Such a right e^ot, 
therefore, be taken away m^ecUy by 
making a rule prescribmg the kmd of 
statement which the pebboner appellant 


on Tte ba^ 7orc?Sectir ^d ^^^dl each of the me^ioranda of 

turn. time^o be fixed appeals and which the petitioner wanted 

or be amended then and there, 

(4) On admission of ^ 

Commissioner (Judicial) shaU a 
d^for hearing, the appea__Md may 


send for the record, if necessary.' 

4 n It win be seen that there is a 
polftr of Snto®! ot tho 

omondmcnt could. 


to''mneni But, ffiere is no nfic as al- 
ready observed, whidi prescribed the form 
of such a statement in the memorandum 
of appeal Buie 66 (1) infficates the form 
in very broad and general terms. 

49. I/eamed counsel for the petitioner 
reli^ on Mela Bam and Sons v. Commr, 
^Scome-tax, AIB 1956 SC 367 where 

it was hold that even an appeal presented 

l^rod time, though liable to be oismis-. 
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Bed in limme, was. nevertheless, an aT>- 
peal in the eve of law. Again, J. D. 
Bhargava v. J. L. Bhargava. AIR 1961 SC 
832 was dted before us to contend that 
even the infringement of mandatory re- 
quirement. contained in O. 41, R. 11, Civil 
P. C, a certified copy of the decree must 
accompany the memorandum of appeaL 
did not make the appeal Incompetent. It 
•was held there that the defect could be 
removed even after the appeal had been 
fl fTrni tted for hearing imder O. 41, R. 11. 


avil p. c. 

50. These authorities were dted on the 
assumption that the memorandum of ap- 
peaL as filed in each case before the A^ 
astant Commissioner, was really defective 
on account of a wrong statement in each 
memorandum. But, the petitioner also 
contends that the fi^ statement, that no 
tax was admitted to be payable and that 
none was paid dnce the passing of the 
assessment order appealed against, was 
quite correct. It is explained that the 
petitioner meant that whatever was ad- 
mitted to be due had been paid before the 
assessment order so that nothing was pay- 
able after the assessment order and noth- 
ing was paid after it. According to the 
petitioner, the amended statement merely 
clarified the position and stated what 
the admitted tax, which bad already 
been paid before the assessment, ac- 
tually was. Therefore, the petitioner 
urged that there was no conflict at 
all between the two statements. It Is the 
petitioner who could best explain the 
meanings of the two statements made by 
the petitioner on this matter at two dif- 
ferent times. The explanation given ap- 
pears to be quite sattsfactory. The sup- 
posed amendment did not seek to Introduce 
— ^rthing new or contradictory. A mere 
tement, in a memorandum of appeaL 
ich is nothing more than a formal com- 
inicatlon of some Information which may 
needed, shoxdd be capable of eludda- 
tuon even at tiie stage of hearing of the 
appeaL The statement which tte peti- 
jtioner •wanted to elucidate did not affect 
the maintainability of the appeals. Its 
elucidation, even fay further evidence, 
which is permissible under Rule 68 (8). 
was possible as part of the right of hear- 
ing given to the appellant. Moreover Sec- 
tion 9 (51 of the Act confers the power 
upon the appellate authority spedflc^y of 
admitting even time-barred appeals where 
euffident cause for condonation of delay 
is shown as required by Sec. 5. limita- 
tion Act For all these reasons, the memo- 
randa of appeals could not he rejected 
on the ground given by the Assistant 
Commissioner. The appdlant could not 
be denied a decision on merits unless there 
was an incurable defect of such a character 
in the memoranda of appeals that it co^d 
^ held that there were no appeals at aB 
Mfore the Assistant Comnflssioner. 


51. The more important question about 
whiA the Assistant Commissioner of Sales 
Tax said nothing was whether the provi- 
sions of Rule 66 (2). set out above, had 
been complied with. Apparently, this rule 
has been made so as to give effect to a 
statutory obligation of the assessee to 
satisfy, the Court that the appeal Is 
maintainable on a groiind apart from 
either the form of the appeal or the merits 
of the questions raised by the appellant In 
the grounds of appeaL This statutory 
requirement Is imposed by the first pro- 
viso to Section 9 (1) in the following 
terms : — 

"Provided that no appeal against an 
assessment shall be entertained unless It 
is accompanied by satisfactory proof 
of the payment of the amount of tax 
admitted by the appellant to be due. or 
of such instalments thereof as may have 
become x)ayable.” 

The proviso does restrict the right of 
appeal itsell In Ratan Engineer- 

ing Works’ case. AIR 1068 SC 488 - 
11968) 21 STC 154 (Supra), the Supreme 
Cotirt dealt with what coii^tutes "enter- 
taining’* an appeal as contemplated by 
proviso to Section 9 (1) in the light of 
the decided cases interpreting such pro- 
visions. Their Lordships said: 

"In our opinion these cases have taken 
a correct view of the word "entertain" 
which according to Dictionary also means 
'admit to consideration’. It would there- 
fore. appear that the direction to the 
Court in the proviso to Section 9 Is that 
the Court shall not proceed to admit to 
conrideration an appeal which is not ac- 
companied by satisfactory proof of the 
payment of the admitted tax." 

52. In this case, the Supreme Court 
also held that Rule 66 (2) was only direc- 
tory and not mandatory. Thus the view 
expressed fay a Division Bench of this 
Court in Swastika Tannery of Jaimau v, 
Conunr. of Sales Tax U. P., Lucknow. 
(1963) 14 STC 518 (All), must be held 
to have been overruled by the Supreme 
Court in Laxmi Ratan Engineering Works’ 
case (Supra). In other words, even If 
the memorandum of appeal is not ac- 
companied by the rhaitoTi showing 
deposits in the Treasury of the ta-r 
admitted by the appellant to be due or 
such Instalments thereof which might have 
become payable, satisfactory proof of it 
can be given afterwards before tie ap- 
pe«il is actually heard. What Is required 
Is satisfactory prooL at the time of "enter- 
tainment’’ of the appeaL that the admitted 
tax 1^ been paid. This "entertainment” 
may be either at the time of admi^on or 
at the hearing whenever It is taken up 
"tor corsideration". In the cases before 
ns toe appeals came up "for considera- 
tion’’ when arguments were heard by the 
Assistant Commissioner, At that time the 
mind of the appellate authority was ap- 
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plied to the relevant facts and considera- 
tions for the first time. 

53. Although the proof of deposit of 
tax admitted to be due may be submitted 
before the hearing^ of the appeal and aftCT 
its formal admission, yet, an appellant s 
right to be heard in appeal and the m^- 
tainability of the appeal me. certainly 
curtailed by the first proviso to Section 9, 
sub-section (1). If this provision is not 
complied mth, in the sense that the ap- 
pellant does not give satisfactory proof of 
payment of the admitted amount of tax 
vdthin the time given by law. an api^^ 
has to be rejected on this ground, 
is what a Full Bench of this Court held 
recently in Janta Cycle Motor Mart V. 
Asst. Commr., Sales Tax. 1968 All _LJ 547 
= (AIR 1969 AU 200 (FB ) ) follo^g the 
law declared by the Supreme Court In 
Laxmi Ratan Engineering Worte case, 
AIR 1968 SC 488 = (1968') 21 STC 154 
(Supra). This question does not, ^er^ 
fore, require detailed consideration by us 
now. _ 

54 Mr. K. N. Singh, the Chief Stand- 
ing Counsel, appearing for the opposite 
parties, very rightly and 
ceded that the order of the Asp^t Com- 
missioner. Sales Ta^ coifid not stmd 
however, prayed that the case should b 
sent back for a decision by the 
Commissioner, before hearmg each appe^ 
whether the appeal was conyetent and 
could be heard in view of fte ^^t prowo 
to Section 9, sub-section (1) of the Ach 
K the admitted tax had not been pmd 
within the time prescribed by law. the 
app^ itself would be incompetent md 
couldbe rejected even if wrongly admitted 
for L^g. Such a shortcoming would, 
m^l^ors in draiving up the memo- 
rlSL^f appeal, afiect the competence 

and maintainability ^ on^the 

Learned counsel for the petitioner, on the 
S^ha^i urged that it is more mpr^ 
priate that we should quash the mses^ 
Sent order in each case as well as the 
order of the Assistant Commissioner so 
Irih is=ssme.,ts may ba m|J fa 
thp lieht of our decisions on the first oi 
the two questions considered above. 

55. Although the writ petition wme 
entertained against the asses^ent orde^ 
tee petitioner had already chosen m 
■nronriale mode of recess and 
SaS^befom the Assistant Comm^sioner. 
Sfy-ril “ aaons were aMtted berause. 
inter alia, the assessee alleged teat un 

reasonable terms had aS 

stay of realisaUon of the v-hole 
sessed so that the petitioner s busmess xvm 
Sy to be ruined. It was .quite PO-^*le 
that the Assistant Commissioner, vnthout 
^nsi^^S the validiU- of the rule, may 
We Placed the same interpretation on 
■RuIp 12-A as we have adopted in teis case 
^ Sprits of the appeals could have, been 
itS?d by the Assistant Commissioner. 


Moreover, the difficulty caused by the 
questions of law which arose hawng been 
removed by us now, it seems just and 
proper that the petitioner should be re- 
legated to the remedy which the law pro- 
vides under S. 9. sub-section (1) of the 
Act against any errors which may have 
been committed by the Sales Tax Officer 
on merits. There is no reason why the 
appeals, which would become pending ap- 
peals as soon as the orders of the Assistant 
Commissioner are quashed, should not be 
heard. In our opinion, the petitioner has 
not established any justice or equity for 
sending the cases back to the Sales Tax 
Officer. If we were to send them to the 
Sales Tax Officer, it. may involve either 
unnecessary multiplicity of legal proceed- 
ings or helping the petitioner to overcome 
a legal obstacle in the way of the hearing 
of his appeals which may be there due to 
not depositing the tax admitted to be due. 
The petitioner had no sufficient ground to 
overlook such an obstacle. The provi- 
sions of the first proviso to Section 9 are 
qxiite clear on the requirements of law. 
It has been repeatedly held that equitable 
considerations, outside the statute., are n<tt 
relevant in applying laws dealing with 
taxation. 

56. For the reasons given above, the 
orders of the Asst. Commr., Sales Tax 
must be quashed and a direction must also 
issue so that the appeals pending before 
the Sales Tax Commissioner now may .be 
heard and disposed of in accordance mth 
law in the light of the questions decided 
above. The interim order must also be 
vacated in each case in view of the to- 
dertaking of the learned counsel for the 
Opposite Parties that no further amounte 
of tax assessed for tee three years wiU be 
realized from the petitioner until its ap- 
peals are disposed of by the Assistant 
Commistioner. The parties will bear their 
own costs. 


57. BY THE COURT: For tee reasons 
set out in our respective judgments we 
allow the writ petitions in part and quash 
tee orders of the Assistant Commissioner 
(Judicial) I, Sales Tax, Kanpur Range, 
Kanpur dated February 21. 1966 dismis- 
sing the appeals of the petitioner and 
direct him to bear them again and 
pose them of in accordance -with law. We 
^so accept the undertakmg given by tee 
learned Chief Standing Counsel for the 
respondents that during the pendency of 
the aforesaid appeals tee petitioner shall 
not be treated as being in default in res- 
pect of the balance of the sales tax asses- 
sed against it for tlie assessmmt years 
1961-62 1962-63 and 1963-64. The par- 
ties shall bear their own co.sts. 

Petitions allowed in part. 
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HRL BENCH 

S. N. DWrVEDI. S. N. SINGH AND 
A. K. KIRTY, JJ. 

7ila Parishad, Budaun and others. Ap- 
pellants V. Brahma Rishi Shanna, Respon- 
dent 

First Appeals from Orders Nos. 152 ol 
1967 and 170 of 1966 connected with Civil 
Revn. No. 1625 of 1965. D/- 17-11-1969. 

(A) Civil P. C. (1908). O. 43. R. 1 (t) 
tmd O. 39, Rr. 1 and 2— hiiunction granted 
ex parte under O. 39 — ^der is appeal- 
aMc. 1960 All LJ 124. Overrnled. 

An ex parte order issuing tenjporary 
Injunction under O. 39. Rr. 1 and 2, 
against the defendant is appealable 
under O. 43. R. l(r). AIR 1951 All 558. 
Approved. 1960 All U 124, Overruled. 
Case law discussed. (Para 21) 

The language and the object of R. l(r) 
of Order 43 and the scheme of Rules 1 to 
4 of Order 39 show that an appeal also 
lies against the ex parte order of injunc- 
tion. As soon as an interim injunction Is 
Issued and the party affected thereby Is 
apprised of It, he has two remedies: (1) 
he can either get the ex parte injunction 
order discharge, varied or set aside 
imder Ride 4 of Order 39 and if unsuc- 
cessful av^I the right of appeal as pro- 
vided for under Order 43, Rule l(r): or 
(2) straightway file an appeal under 
O^er 43, Rule l(r) against the injunc- 
tion order passed under Rides 1 and 2 
of Order 39, C.F.C. It Is not unusual to 
provide for alternative remedies 

(Para 16) 

Further, once the Court, after perusing 
the application and affidavit, comes to 
the conclusion that the case b a fit one 
in which temporary injunction should be 
issued ex parte the Court t^es a final 
decision in the matter for the time being 
pnd the expression of this dedsinn b a 
final order for the duration it b passed. 
Such an order b contemplated by Rules 1 
and 2 of Order 39, CP.C. (Para IB) 

(B) Civil P. C. (1908), O. 41. B. 27 and 
O. 39, Rr. 1 and 2 — Appeal from ex 
parte order passed under O. 39, Rr. 1 and 
2 — Appellant as a matter of right cannot 
rely on fresh evidence In appeal wbieh 

- was not before trial Court imtil it b ad- 
mitted by appellate Court under O. 41, 
B. 27. (Para 23) 

(C) Civil P. a (1908), S, 151 and O. 39, 

B. 1 — Grant of temporary injunction 
ex parte under S- 151 — No appeal lies. 
(Obiter). (Para 20) 

(D) Civil P. C. (1908). Preamble ^ 
Interpretation of statutes — Remedial sta- 
tute. 

Courts should lean In favour of an 
Interpretation which expands rather than 
shrinks a remedial risdit A remedial 


provision of law Is generally construed 
liberally. Rule l(r) of O. 43, Civil P. C. 
creates a remedial right of appeal for 
protection of substantial and substantive 
lights. Rule l(r) of Order 43 does not 
say that an appeal shall lie from a final 
order under Rule 1 or Rule 2 of Order 
XXXIX. There is no adequate reason for 
interpolating the word ’final’ before 
’order’ in Rule l(r). Courts do not ordi- 
narily make additions fn enactments. 
That b a legislative function. 

(Paras 11. 12) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1967) AIR 1967 SC 799 (V 54)“ 

(1967) 1 SCR 310. Central Bank 
of India Ltd. v. Gokal Chand 17 

(1965) AIR 1965 SC 507 fV 52)=' 

(1964) 1 SCR 717, Shankarlal 
Aggarwal V. Shankarlal Poddar 17 
(1960) 1960 All LJ 124=1960 All 
WR (HC) 111, Raia Deo Singh 
V. Kr. Shambho Krishna 
Narain 1, 6. 20. 21 

(1957) AIR 1957 SC 389 (V 44) = 

1957 Cri LJ 567, State of Bihar 
V. Ram Naresh Pander 17 

0953) AIR 1953 Hyd 138 (V 40)- 
ILR (1953) Hyd 77, Hamulu v. 
Gangaram 19 

0953) AIR 1953 Trav Co 240 (V 401 
—1953 Ker LT 334, Devasa^yam 
V. Arumukhan 19 

(1951) AIR 1951 All 558 (V 35)- 
1950. All LJ 705. L. D. Meston 
Sdiool Sedety v. Kashi Nath I, 19, 

(1934) AIR 1934 Lah 79 (2) (V 21)- 
36 Pun LR 142. Hari Chand v. Mt 
Durga Devi 20 

(1933) AIR 1933 All 86 (V 20) = 

1932 AH LJ BOS, District Board, 
Farrukhabad v. Ikhlaque Husain 19 
0933) AIR 1933 Lah 282 (V 20)- 
149 Ind Cas 642, Balabh Das v. 
Muhammad Ishaq 19 

0924) AIR 1924 Pat 713 (V 11)- 
6 Pat LT 201. Shyam Behari Singh 
V. Biseswar Dayal Singh ' 10 

(1922) AIR 1922 All 441 (1) (V 9)- 
66 Ind Cas 509, Ganesh Prasad 
Sahu V. Dukh Haran Sabu 19 

(1913) ILR 35 All 425-11 All LI 
613. Lachmi N£uain v. Ram Cha- 
ran Das , [ig 

0885) ILR 7 All 550-1885 AH WN 
128. Amolak Ram v. Sahib S ingh ig, 20 
G. P. Mathur, Ambika Prasad, for Ap* 
pellanb; Keshav Saha! foj Respondent. 

S. N. SINGH, J.: — The above three 
cases have come before thb Bench in 
view of an apparent conflict between the 
dedrions of bvo Division Benches of thb 
Court (L, D. Meston School Sodety v. 
Kashi Nath Misra, AIR 1951 All 558 and 
Raia Deo Singh v. Kr. Shambho Krishna 
Narain. I960 All LJ 124.) Before advert- 
ing to the question of law involved In 
these three cases it b necessary to give 
In brief the facts of each case. 


ANyAN/A240/70/MVJ/M 
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2. EIrst Appeal from Order No. 152 
of 1967 arises out of a suit brought by 
ithe plaintiff who claims to be an Abhi- 
yanta in the service of Zila Parishad, 
Budaun for a perpetual injunction requir- 
ing the defendants not to enforce an 
order of suspension dated the 29th of 
April 1967 said to have been issued under 
the signature of Adhyaksh, Zila Pari- 
shad, Budaun. It was also prayed that 
the defendants be restrained from inter- 
fering in the discharge of his duty as 
Abhiyanta of the Parishad, In this suit 
the plaintiff moved an application sup- 
ported by an affidavit for the issue of an 
ad interim injtmction tmder Order 39, 
C.P.C. The Civil Judge considered this 
application and passed the following 
order: 

"Issue notice to the defendants, their 
employees, agents, workmen etc. to show 
cause why they ^ould not be restrained 
from enforcing the order of suspension 
dated 29-4-1967 and from interfering in 
the discharge of the plaintiff’s duty as 
Engineer and from calling upon the plain- 
tiff to hand over charge of his post of 
Engineer. 

In the meantime the defendants, thrir 
employees, agents, workmen etc. are 
restrained pending the disposal of the 
suit from enforcing the order of suspen- 
sion dated 29-4-1967 from interfering in 
the discharge of the plaintiff’s duties as 
Abhiyanta of the Zila Parishad and from 
calling upon the plaintiff to hand over 
charge of the post of Abhiyanta. The 
plaintiff will continue to receive his pay 
and allowances from the Zila Parishad as 
admissible imder the rules’’. 

3. Against the above ex parte order 
passed by the Civil Judge. Budaim, First 
Appeal from Order No. 152 of 1967 was 
filed in this Court. When this appeal 
was listed for hearing, one of us (S. N. 
Singh, J.) finding apparent conflict be- 
tween the two Division Bench cases men- 
tioned above referred the following ques- 
tions to a larger Bench: — 

(1) Whether the ex parte order issmng 
injunction against the defendants is ap- 
pealable in the circumstances of this 
case? 

(2) If the order is appe^able Ccin me 
appdlant rely on fresh evidence which 
was not before the trial Court? 

4. First Appeal from Order No. 170 of 
1966 arises out of Suit No. 14 of 1966 
which was instituted by the plaintiffs 
against the defendants for possesrion over 
the cinema house Simder Talkies along 
with its machinery and furniture and for 
a decree for Rs. 10,600/- as arrears oi 
lease money and also for a decree for 
mesne profits at the rate of Rs. 1,000/- 
per month from 1st April 1966 ffi the 
Court of Civil Judge, Basti. Jn this suit 
the plaintiffs filed an applic^ion for In- 
junction supported by an affidavit and. 


prayed that an ad Interim Injunction be 
isOTed restraining the defendants from 
using the cinema house^ ma chinery and 
furniture and holding the cinema shows. 
They also prayed for the appointment of 
a commissioner to make an inventory of 
all the articles and for giving the same 
m Supurdagi of some reliable person. 

5. The Civil Judge. Basti, passed the 
following orden 

"Let ad interim injunction, as prayed, 
be issued restraining the defendants first 
set from using the cinema house, its 
maclmery and furniture and from per- 
forming the cinema show till further 
orders as mentioned in the application 
9-C”. 

Against this ex parte order First Appeal 
from Order No. 170 of 1966 was filed in 
this Court and it came for hearing before 
one of us (Kirty, J.). In this case a preli- 
minary obiection was raised as to the 
maintainability of the appeal Finding 
apparent conffict between the two Divi- 
sion Bench cases referred to above this 
case was also directed to be listed along 
with First Appeal from Order No. 152 of 
1967 for the decision of the preliminary 
point rmsed. 

6. Civil Revision No. 1625 of 1965 was 
instituted against an order of the District 
Judge, Saharanpur, who dismissed an 
appeal against an ex parte injunction 
order passed by the Munsif qs not main- 
tainable in view of the case of 1960 All 
U 124. This revision was also connected 
with First Appeal from Orders Nos. 152 of 
1967 and 170 of 1966. 

7. All the above three cases raise the 
common question as to whether an appeal 
lies against an ex parte ad interim In- 
junction. order or not. Before answering 
the question raised, it is necessary to 
notice the relevant provisions of law on 
the point Order 39 of the Code of Civil 
Erocedure deals with temporary injunc- 
tions and interlocutory orders. Under the 
heading "temporary injunctions" we find 
that Rules 1 to 5 have been mentioned. 
Temporary injunctions are issued under 
Rules 1 and 2. The relevant portions of 
these rules are given below: 

"1. Where in any suit it is proved by 
affidavit or otherwise: — 

(a) that any property in dispute in a 
suit is in danger of being wasted, damag- 
ed or alienated by any party to the suit, 
or wrongfully sold In execution of a 
decree, or 

(b) that the defendant threatens, or 
intends, to remove or dispose of his pro- 
perly with a view to defraud his credi- 
tors. 

the Court may by order grant a tempo- 
rary injunction to restrain such act, or 
make such other order for the puroo.se of 
staying and preventing the wasting, 
damaging, alienation, .sale, removal or 
disposition of the property as the Court 
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thinks fit,- *1111111 the disposal ot the suit or 
until further orders’." femphaais (here 
into ’ ’) added). 

"2. (1) In any suit for restraining the 
defendant from committing a breach of 
contract or other injury of any kind, 
whether compensation is <d aimed in the 
suit or not, the plaintiff may. at any time 
after the commencement of the suit, and 
either before or after judgment, apply to 
the Court for a temporary injunction to 
restrain the defendant frcm committing 
the breadi of contract or injury complain* 
ed oL or any breach of contract or In- 
jury of a iikt* kind arising out of the same 
contract or relating to the same property 
or right. 

(2) The Court may by order grant such 
injunction, 'on such terms as to the dura- 
tion of the injxmction’, keeping an account 
giving security, or otherwise, as the Court 
thinks fit. 

(3) z z z z 

(4) z z X ^ 

(Emphasis (here into * T added). 

8. Buie 3 provides that notice will be 
issued before the grant of injunction un- 
less the Court conriders that the object 
of granting the injunction would be 
defeated t>y the delay in issuing notice. 
Rule 4 gives a right to the defendant to 
get an injunction discharged, varied or 
set aside by moving an application after 
the grant of an ad Interim injunction. 

9. Order 43, Buie l(r) pertinently 
reads: 

"An appeal shall lie from ..........an 

order under Rule 1. Rule 2..^.............. 

of Order XXXIX." 


10. Re. Question (1): It is now to be 
seen whether an ex parte order of to- 
junction falls within the purview of 
Rule l(r) of Order 43. 

I IL Two things deserve notice at thres- 
hold. Firstly, the language of Rule l{r) 
is unhedged and broad. Secondly, cou^ 
'should lean in favour of an interpretation 
{which expands rather than shrinks a 
remedial right. A remedial provision of 
law is generally construed liberally. 
Rule Ifr) creates a remedi^ right of 
'appeal for pmtection of substantial and 
'substantive rights. 

12. An ad interim injunction may be 
granted under Order XXXIX or Sec. 151 
in some cases. No appeal lies against an 
order under Section 151, be it ex parte 
or otherwise. An ex parte orde r o f 
junction made Under Order XXXIX will 
fall either under Rule 1 or Rule 2. There 
is no other provision imder which such 
an order can be made. Rule Ifr) of 
Order 43 does not say that an appeal shall 
lie from a final ord er u nder Rule 1 or 
Rule 2 of Order XXXIX. No adequate 
reason is shown for interpolating the 
word •final’ before ’order* in Rule l(r). 
iCourts do not oniinarily additions 


In enactments. Tliat la a le^Utiye 
function. 

13. Let us now exa mine the sdieme of 
Rules 1 to 4 of Order XXXIX. Rules 1 
and 2 provide for the making of an inte- 
rim order of injunction. Rule 3 firstly 
provides that an interim injunction should 
orditoarfly be granted after notice to the 
adversary par^. Secondly, it provides 
that notice may be dispensed with where 
the court is satisfied that it would defeat 
the purpose of granting an injunction. 
Rule 4 provides that an order of injimo- 
tion may be discharged or varied or set 
aside on an anpbeation made by the party 
dissatisfied with such order. 

14. Three things follow from these 
provisions. The law does not require the 
Issue of notice when an ex parte injunc- 
tion is made, although courts, as a nutter 
of caution, issue a notice. The service of 
the ex parte order of Injunction Itself is 
adequate notice. Again. Rule 4 sho^ 
that an order of injunction may be dis- 
charged, varied or set aside on the appli- 
cation of the adversary party. Such appli- 
cation may be given when the order is ex 
parte or even after It has been made 
absolute. Until it is discharged or varied 
or set aride on such an application, dther 
written or oral the ex parte order ope>- 
rates with full vigour and stands on Its 
own feet, provided it has not expired 
earlier. Thir dlv, the provisions of 
Order XjusJX do not classify orders of 
injunction Into (1) an ex parte order of 
iniunction and (2) a final order of Injuno 
Hoo. Courts have coined this dichotomy 
for the sake of convenience of speech and 
exuressions. In the eye of law an ’ex 
narte' order is as much an order under 
Rule I or 2 as a *final’ order. Both orders 
last for the period each Is grant^ or till 
each of them is discharged or varied or 
set aside under Rule 4. The temporal 
life of eadi may be shorter than the life 
of the suit 

15. An injunction Interferes with suK* 
stantla] and substantive rights of a per- 
son. *1156 object of Rule l(r) of Order 43 
is to^ provide a remedy for improper or 
invalid interference with his rights. If 
we restrict this rule to only final orders 
of Injunction, the object of the rule trill 
not be fully achieved. For Instance, 
where a grievance of the party affected 
by the ex parte Interim injunction Is that 
the court granting it has also acted from 
bias against him. it is meaningless to 
lorce^ him to go to that very Court in the 
first instance. It shall only prolong the 
suspension of his valuable rights. In 
many cases he may get no relief in the 
end. Similarly, where the order of in- 
junction Is founded on an Act AaDenged 
as unconstitutionaL aimeal may yield 
onlcker relief. 

16. The language and the object of 
Rule Kr) of ^der 43 and the scheme of 
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Rules 1 to 4 of Order 39 diow that 
an appeal also lies against the ex 
parte order of injunction. As soon as ^ 
interim injunction is issued and the party 
afiected thereby is apprised of it, he h^ 
two remedies: (1) he can ather get the 
ex parte injimction order dischmg^ or 
varied or set aside under Rule 4 oi O. 39 
and if unsuccessful avail the tight oi 
appeal as provided for under Ord^ 43. 
R^e 1 (r), or (2) straightway file_ m 
appeal under Order 43, Ride l{r) ag^in^ 
the injunction order passed under Rules 1 
and 2 of Order 39. C.P.C. It is not im- 
usual to provide for alternative remedies. 
For instance, when an ex parte decree is 
passed against a person, he has two reme- 
dies: either he may go up in appeal 
against the ex parte decree or he may 
seek to get the ex parte decree set aside 
by the same court 

17. It has been argued on behalf of 
the respondents in the ^o fir^ 

&om order that an appeal contemplated 
only from a final order ^osmg of ^ 
application for ad interim m]uncPon aftCT 
contest According to the 
when notice is issued and the Co^ 
invites objections, the Court keeps the 
injunction application 
the final order only after contest by me 
adversary party. It is only the 
of the final order which gives a right of 
appeal to the aggrieved party. Accord^ 
to the learned counsel the ex pa^ Inte- 
ord^is merely an interlomto^ 
^er not subject to appeal 
pounsel invited our attention to b. 3 tiej 
cSie of avil Procedure and ^b- 

Sitted that an ex parte inte^ °^?®6ho^l 
Mt faU under Section 2(14). It ehoma 

not therefore be Order 39 

o^rder under Rules 1 and 2 of Order 3^ 

1967 SC 799. . 

18. We are unable to accept this su^ 

. . thA laamed counsel for the 

ft? “vS'&s*" dSn S 

have looked into the authorities ref err^ 
S'|bo?4:but they are not apph^ble to 

the facts of tins case and they ha\e ht^ 


matter of decision by this Court as well 
as by other courts zind consensus of 
opinion is in favour of the appealability 
of such an order. The cases which have 
held such orders to be appealable are 
Amolak Ram v. Sahib Singh, (1885) ILR 
7 All 550; Lachmi Narain v. Ram Charan 
Das. (1913) ILR 35 All 425; Ganesh Pra- 
sad Sahu V. Dukh Haran Sahu, AIR 1922 
All 441 (1): District Board of Famikha- 
bad V. Hilaque Husain, AIR 1933 All 86; 
AIR 1951 All 558: Shyam Behari Singh 
V. Biseswar Dayal Singh, AIR 1924 Pat 
713: Balabh Das v. Muhammad Ishaq, 
AIR 1933 Lah 282; Devasahayam v. Aru- 
mukhan, AIR 1953 Trav Co 240 and 
Ramulu v. Ganga Ram, AIR 1953 Hyd 
138. We are in agreement with the view 
expressed in the above cases. 

20. The contrary view has been taken 
In the cases of 1960 All LJ 124 and Han 
Chand v. Mst. Durga Devi, AIR 1934 Lah 
79 (2). We have looked into these two 
cases and find that in the case of 1960 AH 
LJ 124 the decisions of this Court ranging 
from the rase of ILR 7 AH 550 to the case 
of AIR 1951 AH 558 referred to above 
were not brought to the notice of the 
Division Bench which decided this case. 
In this case the relevant provisions bear- 
ing on the subject have_ also _npt bem 
noticed or discussed. This decision, in 
our opinion, does not lay down correct 
law. The case of AIR 1934 Lah 79 (2) 
clearly distinguishable on fact m that 
case it was held that the impu^d order 
feH not under Rules 1 and 2 of Order 39. 
CPC. but under Section 151. C.P.C. It 
is’ obvious that if an order is passed under 
Section 151, C.P.C,, no appeal lies, 

21. On a review of the authoriti^ 
mentioned above and the relevant provi- 
sions of Order 39. Rules 1 and 2 and 
Order 43. Rule l(r). C.P.C. we are of 
opinion that the case of AIR 1951 AH 5o8 
lavs down the correct law on the point 
and that the case of 1960 .^1 LJ 124 does 
not lay down the correct law. 

22 Re. Question 2: OrdinarHy an ap- 
peUmt is confined to the ^dence ahea^ 
on record prepared by the lower Court 
It is open to him to request the appeUate 
C admit fresh evid^ce under 
41 Rule 27. C. P. C. Where permis- 
dS L%nted and fresh evidence Is ad- 
Stted rader the aforesaid prowsion. the 
ran relv on that evidence as 
liaroed Sunsel for the aPT^Hante 
has not been able to cite any .nuthonty 
to show that an appellant bs of nght. can 
i^v on fresh or additional 
Speal from an ex parte 
imder Order 39. Rule 1 or 2. C.P.C. 

23 In rtew' of the above discu-s.non 
ouV to the first qu^on ^ormula^ - 

r>A in First Appeal from Order Lo. lu.. 
S 1%7 irln the 'afilrmati^’- Our ar.swer 
to question No. 2 is as foUows:— 
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‘•The appdlant as a matter of nght 
cannot rdr on fresh evidence In appeal 
which was not before the trial Court until 
it is admitted by the appellate Court 
under Order 41, Rxde 27, C.P.C. 

21. As a result of the answers Riven 
above the two First Appeals from Orders 
Nos. 152 of 1967 and 170 of 1966 will be 
listed before the respective Benches for 
final disposal Civil Reviaon No, 1625 of 
1965 is hereby ^owed but without costs. 
The orfer of the District Judge, Saharan- 
pur, dated 11th October 1965, Is set aside 
and “^e case is remanded to the District 
Judge with a direction to readmit the 
app^ to its original number and dedde 
the same on merits In accordance with 
law. 

Order accordingly. 


AIR 1970 MXAHABAD 380 (7 57 C 58) 
B. JX GUPTA, J. 

Chhotey and others. Applicants v. Ram 
Prasad and another, Oppoate Parties. 

Criminal Revn. No. 787 of 1966, D/- 
18>9-1969, against order of S. J.. Madura, 
D/- 27-4-1966. 

(A) Criffllnal P. C (1893). Sa. 561-A and 
439 — Name of counsel appearing in a 
revision petition not shown In cause list 
— Petition decided in absence of that 
counsel — Same Judge who decided that 
petition has ample power under S. S61-A 
to order a r^earim;. (Paras 2 and 3) 

(B) Criminal F. C. (1898), S. 209 — Doty 
of enquiring magistrate, 

A Llagistrate enquiring into a complaint 
all eging oSences ezclutively triable by 
Sessions does not function as a trial Court. 
It is not his function to weigh the pros 
and cons of the evidence before him and 
discharge the accused if the evidence of 
the prosecution appears to be unreliable 
or partiaL _He has only to find out whe- 
ther there is evidence which If b^eved, 
will establish a prima fade case. AIR 
1962 SC 1195 & AIR 1967 SC 740. FoR 
(Para 5) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1967) AIR 1967 SC 740 (V 54) = 

1967 Cri LJ 653, E. F. Baghavan 
V. hL H. Abbas 5 

(1962) AIR 1962 SC 1195 (V 49) « 

1962 (2) Cri U 276. Bipat Gope 
V. State of Bihar 5 

(1959) AIR 1959 All 315 (V 46) = 

1959 Co U 543 (FB). Raj Narain 
•V. State 3 

J. N. Chaturvedi and Jagdish Singh, for 
Applicants; B. P. Goel and S. N, MuUa, 
for Opposite Parties, 

ORDER:-- One Ram Prasad filed a 
complaint against ten persons who are 
arrayed as the applicants In Crim inal Reri.- 
EM/CN/F83/69/JRM/D 


aon No. 787 of 1966. In the complaint 
it was alleged that these ten persons had 
com^tted offences punishable under Sec- 
tions 147. 148, 307/149 and 302/149, I. P. C. 
As some of the offences alleged were ex- 
clitsivBly triable by a Court^f Session the 
Actional District Magistrate proceeded 
to enquire into the matter and recorded 
evidence led by the parties and. )jy order 
dated the 24th of February, 1966, he dis- 
charged all the ten persons. Against the 
aforesaid order the complainant approached 
the learned Sessions Judge in revirion. By 
order dated the 27th of ApriL 1966, the 
learned Sesrions Judge set aside the order 
of the Additional District J.fagistrate and 
directed the Magistrate to commit the case 
to the Sessions. Against the order of the 
learned Sessions Judge the ten accused 
persons approached this Court praying for 
an order of this Court setting aride the 
order passed by the learned Sessions Judge 
and restoring that passed by the learned 
Addition^ District Magistrate. 

Only two parties were arrayed as op- 
posite parties in the memo of revirion. Op- 
porile party No. 1 was Ram Prasad, the 
compXrinant. whereas the second opnorite- 
par^ was the State. The above revirion 
was admitted and registered as Criminal 
Revirion No. 787 of 1966 and further pro- 
ceedings were directed to remain stayed. 
There is no ccpntroversy that In the afore- 
said revirioo Air, S. N. MuUa, Ba^at-I.aw’, 
practising as an Advocate In this Court, 
put in his appearance on behalf of the 
complainant Ram Prasad sometime early 
in October, 1966. The revision was listed 
in the Cause List for the 22nd of October, 
1967, before Hon. Bajeshwaii Prasad, J., 
but the name of Mr. S. N. MuUa was not 
shown in the Cause list as appearing In 
the case. The case was agrin llried In the 
Cause list for the ZZtd of Noyember, 
1967. as a part-heard case. In that Cause 
List also the name of Mr. S. N. Mnlla was 
not shown. The case was agrin listed In 
the Cause list for the 24th of November, 
1967, for judgment, but again the Caxise 
list did not show the name of Mr. S. N. 
MuUa. By order dated the 24th of Novem- 
ber, 1967, Hon. Rajeshwari Prasad, J. 
allowed the refririon, set aside the order 
passed by the learned Sesrions Judge and 
aSuTned that passed by the learned Addi- 
tional District Magistrate. 

Thereafter, on the 7th of February, 1968, 
an application, under Section 561-A Cri- 
minal P. C., was moved on behalf of the 
complainant Ram Prasad setting f orwa rd 
the aforesaid facts together with the 
grievance that, in the circumstances, the 
decision of the revision had bera arrived 
at without any opportunity to Mr. S. N. 
Midla to be heard In support of the order 
passed by the learned S^rions Judge. All 
the ten applicants in Criminal Revirion 
No. 787 of 1966 were arrayed, in t^ ap- 
Td^tion. as opposite-parties nwd the ap- 
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plication was registered as Criminal 
Miscellaneous Case No. 292 of 1968. By 
order dated the 13th of December, 1968, 
Hoh. Rajeshwari Prasad, J. allowed the 
application, set aside the order passed by 
him on the 24th of November, 1967, and 
directed^ Criminal Revision No. 787 of 1966 
to be listed again for hearing in due 
course. On the 29th of August, 1969, an 
application was moved on behalf of the 
ten accused persons who are the applicants 
in Criminal Revision No. 787 of '1966, 
praying that it may be held that the order 
passed by Hon. Raieshwarl Prasad, J. on 
the 24th of November, 1967, had become 
final and that the order dated the 13th 
of December, 1968, mentioned above was 
a nullity. 'Hius, I have before me Cri- 
minal Revision No. 787 of 1966 and the 
above application made on the 29th of 
August, 1969. I have heard learned 
coTinsel for the parties in regard to the 
application made on the 29th of August, 
1969, as also in regard to the merits of 
Criminal Revision No. 787 of 1966. I pro- 
ceed, in the first instance, to deal with the 
application made on the 29th of August, 
1969. 

2. It has been mrged in support of the 
aforesaid application that since the order 
of Hon. Rajeshwari Prasad, J. dated the 
24th of November, 1967, had been passed 
after considering the merits of the matter, 
it was not open to the learned Judge to 
set aside the decision contained in that 
order by reason merely of the circum- 
stance that coxmsel for the complainant 
had no opportunity to be heard on accotmt 
of the omission of his name from the Cause 
list. I find myself unable to accept this 
contention. The age-long procedure 
followed in this Court has been that a 
cause list is prepared for each dav. That 
list contains the list of cases which may 
be heard by different benches of the Court 
as also the hour at which and the room 
in which the bench shall sit. The cause 
list so prepared is printed and distributed 
to all members of the Bar who subscribe 
to it as also to Judges, Readers of each 
com^-room, etc. It contains the reference 
of each case on the list together with the 
names of learned counsel appearing for 
the parties. The list printed as above is 
distributed early in the morning and it is 
with the aid of that list that learned coun- 
sel learn of the cases on the cause list of 
the Court in whicdi they are appearing. 

As already observed, there is no con- 
troversy that in regard to Criminal Revi- 
sion No. 787 of 1966 the name of Mr. S. N. 
Mulla, who had put in appearance on 
behalf of the complainant Ram Prasad rvas 
not printed in the cause list for either of 
the dates on which the case was listed for 
hearing and taken up by the Coiurt. and 
it has not been suggested that Mr. Mulla 
had information about the case being on 
the cause list through any other medium. 


There is no controversy that non-appea- 
rance of Mr. Mulla at the hearing of the 
revision was the result of the omission of 
1^. Mulla’s name from the cause lists for 
the relevant dates. 

_3. Section 561-A of the Code of Cri- 
mmal Procedure contains statutory re- 
cognition of the power of this Court to 
make such orders as may be necessary, 
mter alia, "to prevent abuse of the pro- 
cess of any Court or otherwise to Beciue 
the ends of justice”. The procedme that 
has_ obtained in this Court in exercising its 
jurisdiction has been the procedure 
described earlier and, though it mav very 
well be that no provision of law has been 
infringed by deciding a criminal revision 
without hearing learned counsel, the hear- 
ing and decision of a revision without an 
opportunity having been afforded to learn- 
ed coimsel, who has put in appearance, by 
reason merely of inadvertence on the part 
of the Press in the matter of printing! 
names of learned counsel appearing for the} 
cases shoum in the cause IM, is calculated! 
to encourage abuse of the procedure that 
has obtained in this Court. I have no 
doubt that, in the circumstances of this 
case, Hon, Rajeshwail Prasad, J. had 
ample power, under Section 561-A, Cr. 
P. C., to pass an order providing for a 
decision of the revision after a re-hearing 
of the case. Reference may be made to 
the opinion recorded by a Full Bench ofl 
this Court in the case of Raj Narain v. 
State, AIR 1959 AU 315. ' 

4. The first contention of learned 
counsel must, therefore, fail and the ap- 
plication made on the 29th of August, 
1969, praying that it must be held that 
the order of Hon. Rajeshwari Prasad, J. 
dated the 13th of December, 1968, was a 
nullity, must be dismissed. 

5. As regards the merits of the rein- 
sion itself, having perused the order dated 
the 24th of February, 1966, passed by the 
learned Additional District Magistrate, 
and the order dated the 27th of April, 
1966, passed by the learned Sessions 
Judge, I am satisfied that the view taken 
by the learned Sessions Judge was per- 
fectly correct It does not appear desir- 
able to Sscuss the merits of the matter 
for that might prejudice the case of either 
party at the trial which is due to com- 
mence in pursuance of the direction of 
the learned Sessions Judge 

Suffice it to say that the order passed 
by the learned Additional District Magis- 
trate makes it clear that he seems to have 
overlooked the fact that he was not func- 
tioning as a court of trial but merely as 
a court enquiring into allegations of com- 
mission of offences exclusively triable by 
a court of Session. In the course of such 
an enquiry, though the Magistrate docs 
not act merely as a post office. It is not 
his function to weigh pros and cons of 
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the evidence before him and discharge 
the accused on the ground merely that 
the evidence led by the prosecution ap- 
peared to be unreliable or partial. In 
such an enauiry the learned Mam^trate 
has only to find out whether there is evi- 
dence which, if believed, would estabUsh 
a piima fade case. Reference mav be 
made to the decisions of the Supreme 
Court in the case of Binat Gope v. State 
of Bihar. AIR 1962 SC 1195. and in the 
case of K. P. Kagbavan v. if. H. Abbas; 
AIR 1967 SC 740. 

6. The order passed by the learned 
Sessions Judge dated the 27th of ApriL 
1966, is well supported and does not suffer 
from any error and this revision must 

fail 

7. Accordingly the revidon is dismiss- 
ed and the direction staying farther pro- 
ceedings is vacated. 

8. Let the record be now Immediately 
sent down to the court concerned to 
enable it to proceed vnth the case. 

Petitions dismissed. 


AIR 1970 ALLAHABAD 382 (V 57 C 59) 
H. C. P. TRIPATHL J. 

Balbir Singh, Plaintiff-Atroeliant v. 
Smt Sulochana Devi, Defendant-Respon- 
dent 

P. A. F. O. No. 17 of 1967. D/- 30-10- 
1968, from order of AddL Dist J., Lude- 
now. D/- 22-9-1966. 

avil P. C. (1908), O, 23, B. 1(2) — Pro- 
bate proceeding — Permission to with- 
draw and file a fresh proceeding soogbt 
Formal defects stated to be the reason 
Court permitting withdrawal hot rc- 
fosing permission to file fresh proceeding 
— Prayer in the application, held, could 
not be so split — He could either accept 
tbe application or reject it in toto. AIR 
1931 Mad 715 A AIR 1932 Mad 155 (1) 
& AIR 1926 Cal 233, FolL — (Succession 
Act (1925), S. 276). (Paras 3 & 8) 

Cases Referred: ChronoTogical Fans 
(1951) AIR 1951 Had 715 (V 38)=» 

3951-1 Mad LJ 194, Veeraswami 
V. Lahshmudu ' 5 

(1932) AIR 1932 Mad 155 (1) fV 19) 

■=1931 Mad "WN 1148, Maruda- 
f-hala Nadar v. Chinna Muthu 
Nadar 6 

(1926) AIR 1926 Cal 233 (V 13)- 
42 Cal LJ 219. Karoini Kumar Roy 
V. Rajendra Nath 7 

S. C. Mathur, for Appellant; R CL Baf- 
pai, for Respondent 
JUDG5IENT:— Appellant Balbir Singh 
had filed a petition for probate cmder 
Section 276 of the Indian Succes d on Art 
on 5-3-1963. On the basis of a wffl which 
was alleged to have been executed b y 
AM/KM/A94/69/TVN/D 


, Sulochana (Tripathi J.) A, LB. 

one Gopal Narain Fadnis on IBlh May, 
1961. Gopal Narain Fadnis died on 19-1- 
1963 leaving his only daughter Smt Sulo- 
rttana as his survivor. Smt Sulochana 
filed a written statement in the case and 
infer pleaded that the application for 
probate was not maintainable. Issues 
were framed, parties led evidence and 
the case was argued on their behalf on 
several dates before the trial Judge. Be- 
fore the conclusion of the arguments 
however an application for amendment 
Was made by the appdlant which was 
rejected by the Judge on 16-9-1966. 

2. On 19-9-1966 an application was 
filed by the appellant before the District 
Judge, Lucknow praying that he may be 
permitted to withdraw the above probate 
application with liberty to bring any 
other proceeding or suit as ‘"he may be 
advised” on the ground that "the above 
probate proceeding is defective for some 
formal delects" and "the applicant does 
not want to further prosecute the above 
application owing to the defects and for 
other reasons’*. 

The defendant filed an objection pray- 
ing that the application be rejected. After 
bearing the counsel for the parties at 
considerable length and taking into 
account the facts and drcumstances of 
the case the learned AddL District Judge 
inter alia observed "that the plaintiff has 
not disclosed in his application the nature 

of the formal defect and because 

of the fact that it was argued on behalf 
of the Plaintiff that the provisions ot 
Order 23. Rule 1 do not apply to probate 
proceedings I pemdt the p lain tiff to xvith- 
draw the suit but withhold the permis- 
sion to file a fresh suit or proceeding as 
be mav be advised.” Aggrie^^ by the 
order the plaintiff has come up In appeal 
before this Court 

3. I have^ heard the learned counsel 
for the parties. There can be no doubt 
that on the facts and drcumstances of the 
Case the learned trial Judge was fully 
Justed in refusing permission to the 
plaintiff to file a fresh suit or proceeding 
as he may be advised. It was. however, 
not open to the learned Judge in law to 
split up the plamtiff’s prayer for with- 
drawal of the suit with permission to file 
a fresh suit in two parts. He could have 
cither accepted the application or rejected 
It in toto. This is obvious from the fact 
that the plaintiff’s prayer to withdraw 
the probate application was based on ids 
further prayer that he should be permit- 
ted to file any other proceeding or suit 
as he may be advised. It was joint pra- 
yer whidi could have l>een either acrent- 
ed or rejected in toto as stated abo^ 
The trial Judge, in my opinion, had no 
iarisdiction to split it up in two parts 

to grant one and refuse the other. 

4. However. I am satisfied that the 
trial Judge’s refiteal to permit the plain- 
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tiff, appellant to file a fresh suit- or pro- 
ceedinR is fully justified. It is not neces- 
sary to interfere "with that order. 

5. In the case of Veeraswami v. 
Lakshmudu, AIR 1951 Mad 715 it was 
held that^ "where a plaintiff files a pe-fi- 
tion to withdraw the suit with permission 
to JWe a fresh suit regarding the same 
subject-matter ............ The court cannot 

divide the petition info two and accept 
the withdrawal and refuse the liberty in 
the same order.” 

6. In the case of Marudachala Nadar 
V. Chinna Muthu Nadar, AIR 1932 Mad 
155 (1) it was held that "an application 
imder O. 23, R. 1(2) for permission to with- 
draw from suit with liberty to institute a 
fresh suit on the same subject-matter must 
be treated as an indivisible whole, and if a 
party is not allowed liberty to institute a 
fresh suit, his pending suit shoxild not be 
dismissed, but the application should be 
refused altogether and the suit should be 
retained on the file.” 

7. The same view was taken by a 
learned single Judge of the Calcutta 
High Court in Kamini Kumar Roy v. 
Rajendra Nath, AIR 1926 Cal 233. I find 
myself in respectful agreement with the 
dictum laid in the aforesaid cases. 

8. In the result this appeal is allowed 
in part. The order passed by the learned 
Additional District Judge be varied 
by substituting therefor an order in these 
terms “that the application for permis- 
sion to withdraw the above probate with 
liberty to bring any other proceeding or 
suit as the plaintiff may be advised is 
dismissed with costs”. The result will 
be that the probate proceeding shall be 
restored to the file of the trial Judge who 
will dispose it of in accordance with law. 
In the circiunstances of the case the 
parties shall bear their own costs of this 
appeal 

Appeal partly allowed. 


AIR 1970 ALLAHABAD 383 (V 57 C 60) 
LAKSHMI PRASAD, J. 

Dr. A. J. Faridi, Petitioner V. Union of 
India, Opposite Party. 

Writ Petn. No. 712 of 1966, D/- 10-1- 
1969. 

(A) Constitution of India, Arts 14 and 
339 (1) — Applicability — Article 14 can- 
not be invoked in respect of action taken 
at a time when the Article stood suspend- 
ed by order of President under Art. 359 
(1): AIR 19GS SC 765, Foil. 

(Para 7) 

(B) Constitution of India, Art. 14 *— 
Applicability — Action taken according 
to law against defaulter — Tliat on ear- 
lier occasion similar action had not been 
taken in respect of similar default is no 
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defence — Art. 14 is not applicable in 
such circumstances. (Para 7) 

(C) Defence of India Rules (1962), 
Kr. 45 and 35(6) — Scope — Opinion of 
Government under R. 45 — Opinion is 
subjective and is not revisable — Govern- 
ment need not specify particular sub- 
ck pf Cl. (6) of R. 35 which de fin e "pre- 
judicial acts” — If action taken is strictly 
according to law, S. 44 of Defence of India 
Act is of no effect. 

It is abundantly dear from the langu- 
age of R. 45 that the Central Government 
is competent to take action thereimder 
once it forms an opinion that the docu- 
ment in respect of which action is pro- 
posed contains one of the three matters 
stated therein. The action is thus to be 
taken on the subjective satisfaction of the 
Central Government. It is wholly imma- 
terial, if the opinion of the Central Gov- 
ernment on which proceeds the action 
under Rule 45, is a reasonable opinion or 
otherwise. This opinion of the Central 
Government is not revisable by any 
authority: AIR 1950 SC 222, ReL on. 

(Para 8) 

In accordance with R. 45, the Govern- 
ment becomes competent to proscribe a 
booklet, the moment it forms an opinion 
that it contains prejudicial reports and 
the Government is xmder no obligation to 
provide any objective test for the formu- 
lation of its opinion that the booklet in 
question contains prejudidal reports 
while passing an order under R. 45 in 
relation to it on the score that in its 
opinion it contains prejudicial reports. It 
may be that the definition of the ejcpres- 
sion "prejudicial act” which one has to 
see in order to xmderstand the meaning 
of the expression "prejudicial reports” 
consists of various sub-clauses and a 
particular case may fall only under one 
of such sub-clauses, still it does not place 
the authority acting under R. 45 rmder 
any obligation to say anything more than 
what is required by R. 45 for taking 
action thereunder. Of course if the 
opinion formulated by the authority act- 
ing under R. 45 is so absurd as to say 
that two and two make five then it may 
be possible to strike down the action 
taken under R. 45 on the groimd that the 
authority acted without applying its mind 
to the matter and hence mala fide; AIR 
1966 SC 1140, Disting. 

In so far as it is not possible to say that 
the impugned action is taken otherwise 
than in accordance with the strict require- 
ment of the letter of law, the petitioner 
cannot get any assistance from C. 44 of 
the Act. (Para 9) 

(D) Defence of India Rtilos (19C2), 
Rr. 35(C) (c) and 45 — Scope — Expres- 
sion "likely to disturb communal h.nr- 
mony” — hlc.aning of — It envisages cn- 
genderment of feeling of enmity and 
hatred under R. 35(6) (g). 


A J. Faridi v. Union of Tndig 
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♦•IJkely to'disturb communal harmony” 
Es not the same thing as ’’Likely to result 
in lack of communal harmony”. It Is 
true that "lack of harmony” does not 
necessarily mean promotion of fedings 
of enmi^ and hated. But the same Is 
not true when it is said that it is likely 
to disturb communal harmony. Lack of 
harmony simpliciter means cessation of 
feelings of friendship but there can be no 
disturbance of communal harmony in the 
absence of feelings of enmity and hatred. 
The expression "likely to disturb com- 
munal harmony” is stronger than what 
one finds in sub-clause (g) of clause 16) 
of R. 35. The expresdon "likely to dis- 
turb communal harmony” envisages the 
result of engenderment of feelings of 
enmity and hatred. 

Where, therefore, the expresaon "like- 
ly to disturb communal harmony” is used 
in the counter-affidavit, it cannot be said 
that the sa^faction of the Central Gov- 
ernment was not in respect of the matter 
actually provided in eub-clause (g> of 
clause (6) of R 35 and that there e:d5ted 
no basis lor taking action under R 45: 
AIR 1966 SC 740. Distiag, (Para aO) 
Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1968) AIR 1968 SC 765 (V 55) « 

1968 Cii LJ 972, Mohd. Yaqub v. 

State of Jammu and Rashimr T 

a966) AIR 1966 SC 740 (V 53)- 
1966 Cri LJ 608, Ram Manohar 
liotfia V. State of Bihar 10 

(1966) AIR 1966 SC 1140 (V 53)- 
1966 Cri U 817, Jagannath Ulsta 
V. State of Orissa 8 

(1950) AIR 1950 SC 222 (V 37)- 
3950 SCR 621, Province of Bom- 
bay V. Khushaldas S. Advani 8 

Mohd. Husain, hi A. Haider. Blshnu 
Singh, S. P. Sinha, B. C Agarwal Ramesh 
Singh and Saghir Ahmed, for PetitioDer: 
K. S. Veima, for Oppoate Party. 

ORDER: — This is a petition xmder 
Article 226 of the Constitution. The 
prayer in the petition is that the lollow- 
ing notification dated 18th Augipt, 1966 
publi^ed in the Gazette of India dated 
27th August, 1966 be quashed: 

"Whereas in the otfnion of the Central 
Government the book entitled "Tashkent 
Declaration and the Problem of Indo-Pak 
Minorities” written by Dr. A. J. Fari^ 
and printed at Chowdhury Press. 7 Zamir 
Mansion, Gwynne Road, Lucknow, con- 
tains prejudicial reports as defined In 
clause (7) of Rule 35 of the Defence of 
India Rules, 1962; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the 
powers conferred by Rule 45 of the De- 
fence of India Rules, 1962, the Centra] 
Government hereby — >, 

(a) prohibits the sale or distribution of 
the said book or any extract therefrom or 
of any translation thereof, and declares 
the 6^d book and every copy or transla- 
tion thereof or extract therefrom, to be 
forfeited to Government; and\ 


(b) directs every 'person possessing any 
copy of the said book to deliver the same 
to the local police authorities.” 

It Is a matter of common knowledge 
that on September 8, 1962 the Chinese 
attacked the northern border of India 
and that constituted a threat to the secu- 
rity of iudca. That is why on October 2d, 
1962 the President Issued a Proclamation 
under Article 352 of the Constitution. 
Ibis Proclamation dedared that a ■»rave 
emergency existed whereby tiie security 
of India was threatened external 
asetesaon. On the same day the Ordi- 
nance was promulgated by the President, 
lids Ordinmce was amended by Ordi- 
nance No, 6 of 1962 promulgated on Nov- 
ember 3, 1962. On this day, the Presi- 
dent issued the Order under Art. 359(1), 
suspending the rights of citizens to move 
any Court for the enforcement of the 
lights conferred by Articles 21 and 22 of 
the Constitution for the period during 
which the proclamation of emergency 
issued on October 26, 1962 would be in 
force. On November 6. 1962 the rules 
framed by the Central Government were 
published. Then followed an amendment 
of the Preridential Order on November 
11. 1962. By this amendment for the 
words and figures "Article 2l” the words 
and figures "Articles 14 and 21” were sub- 
stituted. On December 6. 1962 Rifle SI 
as originally framed was amended and 
Rule 30-A added. Last came the Act on 
December 12. 1962. Section 48(1) of the 
Act has provided for the repeal of toe 
Ordinance Nos. 4 and 6 of 1962. Sea 46(2) 
provides that notwithstanding such repe^ 
any rules made, anything done or any 
action taken under toe aforesaid two 
Ordinances shall be deemed to have h^ 
made, done or taken under toe Act as if 
this Act had commenced on October 26, 
196Z That is how the rules piade under 
toe Ordinance continued to be toe rules 
under the Act and it Is under Rule 45 that 
toe impugned action was taken when toe 
emergency was still in force. It may 
here be noted that the emergency came 
to an end in Janxiary, 1968. 

2. As Is well known Indo-Paldstan 
war broke out in September. 1965. It 
came to an end as a result of an agree- 
ment reached between India and PaMstan 
in January, 1966 popularly called "Tato- 
kent Dedaration”. The petitioner pub- 
lished toe booklet entitled "Tashkent 
Declaration and the Problem of Indo-Pak 
Minorities" in February. 1966. According 
to the petitioner, Jan Sangh which is a 
communal body, started propaganda 
againri the said booklet so much so that 
a calling attention motion regarding It 
was admitted by the Speaker of the U.P. 
Legislative Ass^bly on 11th ApriL 1966. 
Onsanizer, a weekly newspaper Issued 
fnun Delhi commented adversely on this 
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booMet in ifs issue dated 12th June, 1966 
characterising it as a commimal propa- 
ganda. Sri Atal Behari Bajpayee, one of 
the leaders , of the Jan Sangh par^ and a 
member of the Raiya Sabha gave notice 
on 20th June, 1966 of the que^on repro- 
duced in paragraph 17 of the petition to 
be answered on the floor of the Raiya 
Sabha, The Deputy Miiuster answered 
that question on 20th August, 1966 stat- 
ing that the Government of Intha had 
proscribed the booklet. The impugned 
notification was actually published subse- 
quent thereto on Augu^ 27, 1966. From 
these facts the inference drawn by the 
petitioner as formulated in paragraph 21 
of the petition is that the Central Govern- 
ment in taking the impugned action was 
influenced by the propaganda carried on 
by the Jan Sangh party and its action 
was arbitrary and mala fide, 

3, The above is one set of facts as set 
forth in the petition. The other set of 
facts is to be gathered from what is stated 
in paragraph 22 onwards. Briefly stated 
the case of the petitioner is that he incur- 
red the displeasure of Sri Syed Ali Za- 
heer, the then Minister for Justice in 
the U.P. Government, by insisting on the 
Nagar Mahapalika to t^e action against 
Sri Syed Ali Zaheer for the removal of 
the encroachment committed by him by 
making his boundary wall after including 
a portion of the mtmicipal land within 
the same. As stated in the petition, 
questions regarding the alleged encroach- 
ment by Sri Syed Ali Zaheer were put on 
the floor of the U.P. Assembly on 19th 
February 1965 and Sii Syed Ali Z^eer 
got a letter published in the National 
Herald dated 17th March, 1965 explaining 
his position in regard to the accusations 
made against him in respert of the alleg- 
ed encroachment of municipal land. It 
is further pointed out that before the 
booklet was actually proscribed by the 
Central Government, it was in consulta- 
tion \vith the Law Department of the 
State Government of which Sri. Syed Ali 
Zaheer was in charge in capadty of 
Minister for Justice and, according to the 
petitioner, the Law Department of the 
State of Uttar Pradesh after examining 
the book found it objectionable and re- 
commended action against the petitioner 
with the result that it came to be pros- 
cribed in accordance with that recom- 
mendation. 

4. The petitioner alleges that the book- 
let in question does not contain any 
jectionable matter and no reasonable 
person on its examination can come to a 
conclusion that it contains preludiam 
reports as defined in clause (7) of Rule 35 
of the Defence of India Rules. 1962. In 
his affidavit dated 6th September, 1968 
the petitioner points out that much v^vse 
publications extracts from which haTO 
been filed as annexures 'A’ to 'F to the 


smd affidavit escaped action at the hands 
of the Central Government and accord- 
J^ly the impugned action deserves to be 
struck down as_ discriminatory. The main 
^ound on which the impugned notifica- 
tion is challenged is that the Central 
Goverament issued it without applying 
its mind and, as such, acted mala fide. 

5. The petition is opposed by the 
Umon of India, the sole opposite party in 
the case. A counter-affidavit sworn by 
Sri G. S. Kapoor, Under Secretary. Gov- 
ernment of India, Ministry of Home 
Affairs, has been filed on behalf of the 
opposite party. In paragraph 14 of the 
Colter-Affidavit it is asserted that the 
action of the Central Government in pro- 
scribing the booklet was a bona fide exer- 
cise of the powers of the Government and 
the suggestion that the action of the Cen- 
tral Government was provoked by the 
question sent by Sri Atal Behari Baipayee 
is denied. It is further stated that the 
book was under examination of Govern- 
ment of India long before notice of -the 
said question was given and "action was 
taken after Government was satisfied 
that the contents of the booklet are such 
as are likely to disturb communal har- 
mony”. As regards the allegations made 
in Paragraphs 33 to 39 of the petition 
which concern Sri Syed Ali Zaheer para- 
graph 22 of the counter-affidavit says +hat 
the same do not concern the opposite 
party and do not call for any reply from 
it Then it is said: 

"It is, however, stated that there Is 
nothing on the record of the opposite 
par^ that Sri Syed Ali Zaheer took any 
initiative in the matter.” 

6. I have heard the learned counsel 
for the petitioner and the learned Chief 
Standing Counsel appearing for the oddo- 
site pai^. The argument of the learned 
counsel for the petitioner has been two- 
fold. His first contention is that the im- 
pugned action deserves to be struck down 
as mala fide for the simple reason that a 
perusal of the impugned notification itself 
shows that the Central Government issu- 
ed it in a casual manner without apply- 
ing its mind. The other contention is 
that because of the failure of the oppo- 
site party to take action against worse 
publications referred to in the petitioner’s 
affidavit dated 6th September. 1968 the 
impuged action is hit by Article 14 of the 
Constitution. 

7. So far as the second contention is 
concerned, it appears to be wholly unten- 
able. I have dready showm above that 
the impugned action was taken when the 
emergency was still in force and Article 
14 stood suspended by wrtue of Presi- 
dent’s Order imder Article 359fl) of tiic 
Constitution, As ruled by the Supreme 
Court in the case of Mohd. Yaqub v. State 
of Jammu and Kashmir, AIR 1968 SC 
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765. Artlde 14 of the Constitution- could 
not be invoked in respect of an action 
t^en at a time when the Article stood 
suspended by an Order of ^e President 
under Article 359(1) of the Constitution. 
Apart from that, the contention is also 
without any sutetance on merit For an 
action taken accordins to law against a 
defatilter it is no answer that on some 
earlier occasion a similar action had not 
been taken in respect of n fdmilar default 
Article 14 of the Constitution is of no 
assistance in such circumstances. So in 
any view of the matter the contention 
being without any substan^ is refected. 

8. Coming to the other contention, I 
mav at once say that there is no material 
before the court on the basis of which It 
may be possible to say that the Govern- 
ment acted mala fide in the matter. In 
view of what is siwcdfically stated In para- 
graph 14 of the counter-affidavit, it Is 
not possible to hold that in taking the 
impugned action the Central Govern- 
ment was influenced by externnJ’ conside- 
ration and not by its own oniniun formu- 
lated on an examination of the hooldet in 
question. Learned counsel was at pains 
to show that the Impugned naUftcation 
Itself furnished evidence of the fact that 
the Central Government did not apply 
Its mind. He read the notification more 
than once and contended that wherea.s Its 
first paragraph was only descriptive, the 
other paragraph was operative and that 
there was nothing In It to show as to 
which matters; If anr. discussed In the 
booklet appeared to the Central Govum- 
ment to be preiudicial reports so as to 
entitle it to take action under Rule 4D of 
the Defence of India Rules, 1962. Another 
areument raised in this connection was 
that the definition of the expression' "cre- 
iudidal report” in clause (7) of the De- 
fence of India Buies refers to "oreludidal 
act" which expression Is in its turn defin- 
ed in clause f6| of Rule 35 and the eald 
clause /&) ccnssts ol as many as sub- 
clauses (a) to (s); and that being so It was 
obligatory on the Central Government to 
indicate that in its opinion the booklet 
contained preiudidal reports because It 
contained matter covered by such and 
such sub-clause or sub-clauses of clause 
(6) of Rule 35. In supTxirt of the conten- 
tion learned coimsel plactrf strong reli- 
ance. on the case of Jagannath Misra v. 
State of Orissa. AIR 1966 SC 1140. That 
was a case of preventive detention under 
Rule 30(1) (b) of the Defence of India 
Rules. 1962. In that case the order of 
detention was passed on the basis that: 

"That State Government Is satisfied 

that with a view to preventing 

from acting In any manner prejudid^ to 
this defence of India and Civil defence, 
the public safety, the maLltenance of 
Public order. India’s relations iVith fomgn 
Powers, the maintenance of peaceful co&- 

\ 


dltions in any part of India or the effi- 
cient conduct of military operations, it b 
necessary so to do." 

The use of conjunction 'or* In the relevant 
notification directing detention of the teti- 
tioner b^ore the Supreme Court went a 
long way to Indicate that in all probabi- 
lity the order had been passed by the 
Government without applying its mind to 
the requirement of the nile-tmder whidi 
detention was being ordered. Obvioxxsly 
satisfaction is In respect of a specific m.at- 
ter. Rule 30 mentions various grounds 
on the basis of any or more of which It 
enables the competent authority to pass 
an order of detention. In a given case 
the competent authority may be satisfied 
with regard to the existence of anv one 
or more of such grounds. It Is difficult to 
see as to how in anv case the competent 
authority can be satisfied in regard to the 
existence of some such grounds in the 
^terpative. That appears to he the rea- 
son why the Supreme Court in that case 
directed an affidavit to be filed by the 
Minister concerned. When that affidavit 
was filed, it made matters worse in so far 
as It disclosed that even though the roti- 
fication mentioned a number of grounds, 
-tite satisfaction of the Minister was r>nly 
In respect of two of those grounds, name- 
ly. safety of India and the maintenance of 
public order. It was in these drctim*— 
stances that the Supreme Court observes 
on page 1142: 

"In these drcumstances there can be 
, little doubt that the authority concerned 
did not apply Its mind properly brfore 
the order in question was pass^ in the 
present case. Such discrepancy between 
the grounds mentioned In the jrder and 
the grounds stated in the affidavit of the 
authority concerned can only show an 
amount ol casualness In passing the order 
of detention against the pro/isions ol 
Section 44 of the Act The .asuamess 
also shows that the mind oJ the authority 
concerned was re^y not applied to tiie 
question of detention of the petitioner In 
the present case. In this view ol the 
matter we are of opinion that peti- 
tioner is entitled to release as the crder 
by which he was detained Is no order 
under the Rules for it was passed without 
the application of the mind of the autho- 
rity concerned." 

In any view, this case has no application 
whatsoever to the tacts of the case la 
hand. Here the notification does not 
appear to suffer from any inherent defect 
whatsoever. Rule 45 under which action 
has been taken says in its sub-rule (l):-^ 

"Where in the otfinlon of the Central 
Government or the State Government 
any document made, printed or publish- 
ed, whether before or after the O^inance 
came Into force, cont^ns any coofideotial 
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information, any information likely to 
assist the enemy or any preiudicidl report, 

that Government may. by order...... ” 

It shall thus appear that under Rule 45 
one of the actions enumerated therein is 
to be taken as soon as in the opinion of 
the comnetent authority the document 
made, printed or published contains one 
of the three, namely, (1) any confidential 
information, (2) any informatian iikelY to 
assist the enemy and f3) any oreiudicdal 
report. Here the impugned notification 
clearly indicates that the booklet in ques- 
tion contains preiudidal reports in the 
opinion of the Central Government So, 
prima facie the notification appears to 
fulfil all that is required by law. It is 
abundantly clear from the language of 
Rule 45 that tiie Central Government is 
competent to take action thereunder once 
it forms an opinion that the document In 
respect of which action is proposed con- 
tains one of the three matters stated 
above The action is thus to be “^aken on 
the subiective satisfaction of the Cei'tral 
Government, It is wholly immaterial. If 
the opinion of the Central Government on 
which proceeds the action under Rule 45, 
is a reasonable opinion or otherwise. This 
opinion of the Central Government is not 
revisable by any authority. In this con- 
nection I may refer to the case of Pro- 
vince of Bombay v. Khusfaaldas S. Ad- 
vani, AIR 1950 SC 222. In that case 
action taken imder the provisions of 
Bombay Land Requisition Ordinance V of 
1947 had been challenged. The Govern- 
ment had in that case requisitioned cer- 
tain land on formulating the opinion that 
It was necessary so to do for a certain 
purpose which was a public purpose. 
The argument raised before the Supreme 
Court was that the determination by the 
Government that a certain nurt^se was 
a public puiTKise was a quasi-iudidal and 
was, as such, amenable to a writ cf certi- 
orari. The majority view repelled the 
contention. It is summarised in the 
headnote in the following words: 

"The decision of the Government about 
a public purpose is a fact which -ii has to 
ascertain or decide, and thereafter the 
order of requisition has to follow. The 
decision of the Provincial Government as 
to the public purpose contairus no ludicial 
element in it. The enquiries mentioned 
in Sections 10 and 12 are only pcmiissive 
and the Government is not obliged to 
make them. Moreover, they do not re- 
late to the purpose for which the land 
mav be required. They are in respect of 
the condition of the land and such other 
matters afiecting land. The v</ords of 
Section 3 read with the proviso and the 
words of Section 4 taken along with the 
scheme of tlie whole Ordinance, do not 
import into the decision of the public 
purpose, the judicial element required to 
make the decision judicial or quasi-judi- 


cial. The decision of the Provincial Gov- 
ernment about public purpose is, there- 
fore, an administrative act, and there is 
no scope for an application for a writ of 
certiorari.” 

Kania C. J. observes on page 225: — 

“Indeed in the judgment of the lower 
Court, while it is stated at one place that 
M tile act done by the inferior body is a 
judicial _ act, as distinguished from a 
ministerial^ act, certiorari will lie, a little 
later the idea has got mixed up where 
it is broadly stated that when the fact 
has to be determined by an objective test 
and when that decision affects rights of 
someone, the decision or act is auasi-judi- 
cial. This last statement overlooks the 
a^ect that every decision of the execu- 
tive generally is a decision of fact and in 
most cases affects the rights of someone 
or the other. Because an executive 
authority has to determine certain objec- 
tiye facts as a preliminary step to the 
discharge of an executive function, it does 
not follow that it must determiae those 
facts judicially. When the executive 
au^ority has to form an opinion about an 
objective matter as a preliminary step 
to the exercise of a certain power con- 
ferred on it, the determination of the ob- 
jective fact and the exercise of the power 
based thereon are alike matters of an 
administrative character and are not 
amenable to the writ of certiorari," 

9. Again Das. J. observes on page 256: 

"To summarise: It is abimdantly clear 
from the authorities dted above that 
questions of fact such as the existence of 
a public purpose or the interest of the 
public safety or the defence of tiie realm 
or the efficient prosecution of the war, or 
the maintenance of essential supplies and 
the like may well be and, indeed, are 
oft^ left to the subjective opinion or 
satisfaction of the executive authority. 
Merely because such a matter involves a 
question of fact it does not follow at aU 
that it must always, and Irrespective of 
the language of the particular enactment, 
be determined judiciaUv as an objective 
fact. When the Legislature leaves it to 
an executive authority to form an opinion 
oh or to be satisfied about such a matter 
as a condition for the exercise of any 
power conferred on it and to act upon 
such opinion, what is condition precedent 
is, not tee actual existence of the matter 
but, the subiective opinion or satisfaction 
of the executive authority teat it exists.’’ 
Interpreting tee language of Rule 45 in 
tee light of tee principles indicated above, 
there is no escape from the conclusion 
teat in accordance with rule 45 the Cen- 
tral Government became competent to 
proscribe tee booklet In question, the 
moment it formed an opinion teat, it usa- 
tained prejudicial reports and the Central 
Government wns under no obligation to 
prodde any objective test for tee foimu- 
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lation of Its ordnlon that the booklet la 
question contained prejudicial reports 
while passing an order under Buie 45 In 
relation to it on the score that in Its 
opinion it contained prejudidal reports 
It may be that the definition of the ex- 
pression '•prejudicial act' which one haa 
to see in order to understand the mean- 
ing of the expression "prejudicial reports’* 
consists of viious sub-clauses and a par- 
ticular case may fall only under one of 
such sub-clauses. stiU it does not. In my 
ofanion, place the authority acting under 
Ride 45 under any obllgafion to say any- 
thing more than what Is required by 
Rule 45 for taking action thereunder. Qf 
course if the opinion formulated by the 
authority acting under Rule 45 is so ab- 
surd as to say that two and two make five 
then it may be possible to strike down 
the action taken under Buie 45 on the 
ground that the authority acted wiSioirt 
applying its mind to the matter and hence 
nMla fide. Such Is not the position in the 
present case. I have been taken through 
the various portions of the booklet by the 
learned counsel on either dde. On going 
through it, 1 am not prepared to say that 
tile opinion the Centml Government has 
tn^cated In the impugned nohficatioQ b 
so abundantly absuid and unreasonable 
as to lead one to the conclusion that In all 
probability the Central Government did 
sot at all apply its mind. It b cert^nly 
a pebble ^ew. Section 44 of the 
fence of India Act. 1962, to which rrfer- 
tmeti was made during the course of aryu- 
menb by the learnt counsel for the 
petitioner, no doubt provides that any 
authority or person acting la pursut'nce 
of thb Act shall interfere with the ordi- 
nary avocations of life and the enjoyment 
of pro p e r ty as little as may be consonant 
with the purpose of ensuring the public 
safety and interest and the defence of 
India and civil defence, but I laR to see 
as to how that provision asdsts the peti- 
tioner in the present case. All that can 
be inferred from It b that the Legislature 
emphasized that whenever an action Is 
taken under the provlaons of the Ad or 
the rules made thereunder and which 
action b to interfere with the ordinary 
avocations of life and the enj oymen t of 
property, care be taken to tak*» such 
action strlctlv In accordance with the 
letter of law. In so far as I am unable 
to say that the impugned action has been 
taken otherwise than in accordance with 
the strict requirement of the letter of 
law, I faE to see as to what amistance the 
petitioner geb from Section 44 of the Act 

10. There was yet another argument 
raised by the learned counstl for the peti- 
tioner and It was with reference to para- 
graph 14 of the counter-affidaVit material 
portion of which I have reproduced above. 
It b said therein that the Central Govern- 
ment took action because a^er an exa- 


mination of the booHet If was aalisfied 
"that the eont^b of the booHet are sudS 
as are likely to disturb communal har- 
mony.*’ The argument b that if the 
satisfaction was that the contents of the 
booklet were sudi as were likely to dis- 
turb communal baimony then It could 
not be s^d that the booklet contained 
prejudicial reports because in order to 
constitute prejudidal report the contents 
should have been such as are likely "to 
prmnote feelings of enmity and hatred 
between dlfierent classes of jaersocs lo 
India" as envisaged by sub-clause (g) of 
clause (61 of Rule 35. In thb connection 
reliance is placed on Ram Manohar Lohb 
T. The State of Bihar. AIR 1966 SC 740. 
There the order of detmtion passed tmder 
Rule 3011) (h) of the Defence of India 
Rules. 1962 purported to indicate that 
the detention was necessary "with a 
view to preventing from acting In any 
reanri f^ prejudicial to tte public safety 
and the maintenance of law snd order’. 
Maintenance of law and order b not one 
of the grounds enumerated in Ride 30 as 
a ba^ for preventive detention. On the 
other hand, the expression used In R. 30 
b "the maintenance of public order". 
The Supreme Coimt by majonty, as Bum- 
marised in the headnote, held:— 

"Where a man can be deprived of Hs - 
Eberty under a rule by the simple pro-”'! 
cess of the making of a certain order, he 
can only be eo deprived U tho order is In 
Ictus of the rule. Strict t?nmpTraTifffl 
with the letter of the rule b the essence 
of the matter. The Defence of 
Buies drastically Interfere with the per- 
sonal liberty of people and Courts are 
prevented from g(dng behind toe order 
passed under the Rules. In these dreum- 
stances It would be legitiii^te to require 
etrict observance of the rules and if there 
b any doubt whetoer the rules have been 
strfetiy observed, that doubt must be 
remlved in favour of toe detenu," 

It ia thus argued that la so far as. accord- 
ing to toe counter-affidavit itself, satis- 
faetjon of toe Central Government was 
wt in respect of the matter actuallv pro- 
vided in sub-clause (g) of dause (6) of 
Rule 35. It must be held that there exist- 
ed no basb for taking action under R 45. 
The argument would have been acrept- 
able, had It been possible to hold tot 
toe exp r ession used in the counter-affida- 
vit, namely. Tlkely to disturb communal 
haitaony" does not convey what b con- 
veyed by sub-dause tel of (61 oi 

Rule 35 which defines any act as preTudl- 
dal act tot b likely to p rom ote feelings 
of enmity and hatred between difftrent 
cTa's ses of persons in Tndta. 'Xikely to 
disturb onT n -m^trifli harmonv" b not the 
same thing as "likely to result In lack of 
co mmTTnal haimony”. It b true that 
"lack of harmony" does not necessarily 
mean promotion of feelings of enmity and 
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hateed.^ But the same is not true when 
it is said that it is likely to disturb com- 
mu:^ harmony. Ladr of harmony sim- 
pliciter means cessation of feelings of 
friendship but there can be no disturb- 
ance of communal harmony in the ab- 
sence of feelings of enmi^ and hatred. 
If at all the expression "likely to disturb 
communal harmony” is stronger than 
what one finds in sub-clause (g) of clause 
(6) of Eule 35. As I view the expression 
used in paragraph 14 of the counter-affi- 
davit, I am of opinion that it envisages 
the residt of engenderment of feelings of 
enmity and hatred. So, it is not posrible 
to accept the contention of the learned 
counsel that there is something in para- 
graph 14 of the counter-affidavit which 
takes the case of the booklet in question 
out of the purview of subrdause (g) of 
clause (6) of Eule 35. 

11. No other point was urged. The 
petition must fail and Is accordingly here- 
by dismissed with costs. 

Petition dismissed. 


!AIB 1970 ALLAHABAD 389 (V 57 C 61) 
(LUCKNOW BENCH) 

G. S. LAL, J. 

Smt. Vishnawati, Defendant, Appellant 
V, Bhagwat "Vlthu Chowdhry, PlaintifiE, 
Eespondent. 

Second Appeal No. 74 of 1968, D/- 26- 
2-1969, against judgment and Decree of 
2nd Add! Civil J., Lucknow, D/- 6-1- 
1968. 

Transfer of Property Act (1882), S. 106 
" — Monthly tenancy — Heritability — 
Death of tenant — Heirs take as tenants- 
in-common and not as joint-tenants ex- 
cept in case of coparceners under Hindu 
Law — Service of notice — Eequirement 
of — Co-tenants — Notice addressed to 
one and served upon him is sufficient if 
intention to terminate tenancy as a whole 
is clear. AIE 1968 Ker 229, Dissented 
from. 

A monthly tenancy is heritable and on 
the tenant’s death his heirs inherit the 
property demised as Henants-in-common’ 
and not as 'joint tenants’ except in_ the 
case of coparceners in a joint Hindu 
family under the Hindu Law. As be- 
tween themselves the interest which the 
heirs of a deceased tenant inherit will it- 
self be heritable and will not pass by 
survivorship and in that sense they cannot 
be said to hold it as "joint tenants”. That 
is why the expresrion "joint tenants” 
used in dealing with a case of more than 
one person holding together the tenancy 
either by original lease in tlieir favour or 
by inheritance from a deceased tenant is 
meant to convey nothing more than the 
idea that such persons hold the tenancy 
as one ent ity and not that they hold that 
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kind of estate which is governed by the 
ride of passing by survivorship. AIE 
1940 Cal 89 & AIE 1966 Cal 447 & AIE 
1937 Nag 321, EeL on. (Para 10) 

It is well settled that a notice to quit 
under Section 106 addressed to all the 
co-tenants but served upon one of them 
only is valid and sufficient to terminate 
the tenancy. 1956 All U 650 & AIR 1964 
AH 52 & AIR 1965 AU 287 & AIE 1929 
Cal 651 & AIR 1966 Cal 63 & AIR 1945 
Nag 255 & AIR 1935 Bom 247 & AIR 1964 
Bom 96, Eel. on. (Para 13) 

Section 106 does not require that the 
notice should be addressed to all co- 
tenants or to every one of them. The 
only requirement as to service is that it 
should be given as prescribed in Sec- 
tion 106 to the "party who is intended to 
be bound by it.” The rule of sufficiency 
of service of notice on one co-tenant in 
the case of co-tenancy can be in confor- 
mity with the requirement of the sec- 
tion only if the co-tenants are tsken to 
constitute one "party” so that service on 
any one only of them will be service on 
the party intended to be bound. 

(Para 15) 

It is an incident of 'tenancy’ that it is 
one and even though more than one per- 
son may hold it they hold it together as 
one. It is well recognized that a landlord 
cannot terminate the tenancy piecemeal, 
nor can some out of the several co-ten- 
ants terminate it for themselves only. 
Co-tenants who come to hold a tenancy 
by inheritance may, for fihe purposes of 
succession, have an estate as "tenant in 
common” and not "joint tenants”, but the 
special incidents attaching to a tenancy 
wall not be changed upon the tenancy 
passing to more than one person by in- 
heritance. In so far as their relationship 
with the landlord is concerned they hold 
the tenancy jointly and for the landlord 
they constitute one unit So even if a 
notice is addressed to one or some of the 
co-tenants, it must be effective as against 
all, the only limitation to this being that 
there is nothing to show that the tenancy 
is intended to be terminated pieceme^ 
and it is dear that the intention is to 
terminate the tenancy as a whole. It ap- 
pears that it is by way of this safeguard 
that while laying down the rule that ser- 
vice of notice on one co-tenant will be 
sufficient service of notice for terminat- 
ing the tenancy that the qualification has 
been added that the notice shmdd be ad- 
dressed to afi the co-tenants. There does 
not appear jo be any sanctity otherwise 
behind this qualification. AIR 1964 Bom 
96, Eel on. (Para 15) 

Held on the facts of the case that the 
notice under Section 106 addressed only 
to the widow of the monthly tenant who 
died leaving also sons and daughters and 
served tipon her only was siifiident and 
valid. AIR 1963 SC. 468, Discussed and 
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Followed; AIR 1918 PC 102, ReL on; AIR 
1968 Ker 229. Dissented from. (Para 17) 
Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
a969) AIR 1969 All 474 {V 56) « 

1968 AH WR (HC) 572 (FB). 

Asa Singh v. B. D. Sanwal 19 

(1970) AIR 1970 SC 763 (V 57) = 

1968 All WR (HC) 892=1968 All 
LJ 1023, Parshottam Das v. Ral 
Mam Devi 7 

(1968) AIR 1968 Ker 229 (V 55) = 

1967 Ker LT 583, Valiyaveettil 
Konnappan v. Kunniyil Manik- 
Vflm 12, 13 

(1967) AIR 1967 SC 997 (V 54) = 

1967 Cii U 950, Supdt. and Re- 
membrancer of Legal Affairs 
West Bengal v. Corporation of 
Calcutta 13 

(1966) AIR 1966 Cal 63 (V 53). 
Bhusan Chandra Paul v. Bengal 
Coal Co.. Ltd. 13 

(1966) AIR 1966 Cal 447 fV 53). 
Maimalal Serowjie v. Ishwari 
Prasad 10 

(1985) AIR 1965 AH 287 (V 52) = 

1965 All IJ 880. Roshan v. 
Pursbottazn X.al 13 

(1965) AIR 1965 AH 498 (V 52) » 

1965 AH U 58 (FB). Bashi Ram 
V. Mantri Lai 7 

(1964) AIR 1964 AH 52 (V 61). 

Shri Tfatb v. Smt Sararwati 
Devi 13 

(1964) AIR 1964 Bom 96 (V 51) - 
65 Bom LR 647, Mt Ramubal v. 
Jairam Shaima * 13. 15 

(1963) AIR 1963 SC 463 (V 50) - 
(1963) 2 SCJ 134. Kanji Manji v. 
Trustees of the Port of Bom- 
bay 7. 10. 11. 12. X7 

0959) AIR 1959 AH 33 (V 46) = 

1958 AH IJ 573. Janardan Swamp 
V. Debi Prasad 7 

0956) 1956 AU U 650 = 1956 AH 
WR (HC) 543. Pt lila Dhar 
Pander r. Banajl Dass 33 

0945) Am 1945 Nag 255 (V 32) = 

ILR 0945) Nag 629. Mohanlal v. 
Governor General in Council 33 

0940) AIR 1940 Cal 89 (V 27) = 

HjR (1939) 2 Cal 254. Anwarali 
Bepari v. Jamini X.al 30 

0937) Am 1937 Nag 321 (V 24) = 

TT.T t (1937) Nag 406. Rajib Hiualn 
V. Nawab Yamiskhan 10 

0935) Am 1935 Bom 247 (V 22) = 

37 Bom LR 376. Vaman Vithal V. 
lOianderao Ram Rao 13 

0929) Am 1929 Cal 651 (V 16) - 
ILR 57 Cal 10. Bodardoja v, 
Aiiiuddin Sircar 13 

0925) Am 1925 Cal 752 (V 12) = 

29 Cal WN 620, Bejoy Chand v. 

Kali Prasaima Seal 12. 33 

0918) Am 1918 PC 102 (V 5) = 

ILR 46 458. Haribar Banerji 

V. Ramshashi Ray v 12, 35 


0856) 6 It CLR 367=1 Ir Jur (NS) 

-360. PoHok V. KeHey 12 

(1806) 7 East 551 = 8 RR 670 =» 3 

Smith K. B. 517, Doe d. Bradford 

V. Watkins 12, 13 

(1805) 5 Esp 196=8 RR 848, Doe d. 

Macartney v. Crick 12, 13 

Umesh Chandra, for Appellant; AH 
Zaheer. J. B. Sri^rastava and S. F. Singh, 
lor Respondent 

JUDGMENT:— This second Civil At>- 
peal arises out of a suit for ejectment 
from a house and recovery of arrears of 
rent llie suit was decre^ by the trial 
Court and an appeal from the judgment 
and decree of the tri^ Court was dis- 
missed. 

2. The suit was instituted by Bhag- 
wat Vithu Chowdhry (respondent in this 
appeal) against Smt Vishnawati (appel- 
lant in this appeal) daiming that he had 
terminated the tenancy by notice to qmt 
and had obtained the permisaon of the 
Efistrict Magistrate under Section 3 of the 
D. P. (Temporary) Control of Rent and 
Eviction Act. 1947 to get over the bar 
to the institution of the smt created 
under that section. Admittedly the ap- 
pdlant’s husband Gaya Prasad Shukla 
was originaUy the tenant of the house on 
a monthly rent of Rs. 35 from its former 
owner Lda MangU Prasad. The bouse 
was sold by Lala Mangli Prasad to one 
Smt. VidyawatL The latter in turn sold 
it to the respondent After the purchase 
of the house, which professedly was for 
the purpose of his own residence, the 
respondent obtained the District Magis- 
trate’s permission dated 8-8-1966 to sue 
the tenant for eviction. He had already 
given a notice dated 24-3-1966 to the ap- 
pellant terminating the tenancy and ask- 
ing for vacation of the premises. The 
pl^tiff filed a revision brfore the Com- 
missioner but the same was dismissed on 
20-1-1967. The suit Was Instituted the 
same day. 

3. The suit was contested by the de- 
fendant-appellant on various grounds. 
The notice was said to be invalid since 
it Was not given after grant of permis- 
don. and the permission to be invalid as 
the purchase was with fuU knowledge of 
the tenancy. Gaya Prasad Shukla. who 
had died about 10 years before suit, had 
left, besides his widow (appellant), three 
sons and daughters from her as aVan tvro 
sons from an earlier wife. Since permis- 
aon had been obtair^ to file a suit 
against the widow and not the sons and 
daughters of Gaya Prasad Shukla and the 
notice terminating the tenancy bad also 
been addressed to, and served upon, the 
widow alone, it was pleaded that the notice 

bad for that reason and the permis- 
^n was also fllegal and without jurisdic- 
tioiL The suit was also said to be not 
maintainable on the ground of the State 
Government having passed a stay order 
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on the filing of a revision application by 
the defendant under Section 7-F of the 
aforesaid Act. 

4. _ As to the plea of the notice being 
invalid on the ground that it was not 
given after the grant of permission by the 
District Magistrate, not again after the 
confijnnation of the District Magistrate’s 
order by the Commissioner, the learned 
Additional Munsif who tried the suit hdd 
that it was not necessary to give ■fee 
notice after fee grant of permission and 
■feat it could be ^ven before feat. The 
plea has not been pressed again at least 
in this Court, and for ob^vious reasons, as 
it has been held in several decisions of 
this Court that it is not necessary feat 
fee notice under Section 106 of fee 
Transfer of Property Act be given only 
after fee permission to evict has been 
obtained. About fee additional ground 
(raised by an amendment of the ■written 
statement) that fee notice was bad be- 
cause it had been both addressed to and 
se^wed ribon fee appellant done feough 
Gaya Prasad Shulda had left other heirs 
and the tenancy devolved upon those 
other heirs also, the learned Munsif held 
feat fee appellant alone had been acting 
as, and asserting herself to be, the ten- 
ant and had for all practical purposes 
been recognised as the tenant and she 
was feus the sole tenant. He was fur- 
ther of the opinion that e^ven if the sons 
and daughters had inherited fee tenancy 
rights they had impliedly sturendered 
those rights in favour of their mother. 
For these reasons he held the notice to 
have been rightly given to fee appellant 
alone. 

5. Regarding fee plea of invalidity of 
the. permission, it was conceded before 
the learned Munsif on the defendant’s 
side that permission granted against one 
co-tenant held good against all fee co- 
tenants. He held feat fee defendant had 
failed to show in what respect otherwise 
the permission ■was illegai and vdthout 
jurisdiction. On the plea that the_ State 
Government had stayed fee operation of 
the order of the lower authorities grant- 
ing permission and the suit was therefore, 
not maintainable, the learned Munsif 
found that no order of stay of the State 
Government -was on the record and so he 
rejected the plea. 

6. After deciciing also the minor con- 

troversies which related to the arrears of 
rent and damages, the trial Court decre- 
ed the suit for ejectment and for re- 
covery of a lesser amount as arrears of 
rent besides damages for use and oc- 
cupation. , , , , 

7. In the appeal filed by the defen- 
dant Smt. Vishna^cc'ati the second Addi- 
tional Civil Judge who disposed the same 
held that it being undisputed that a ten- 
ancy is heritable in the absence of a con- 
tract to the contrary and that Gaya 


Prasad Shukla had left surviving him 
not only the appellant but also sons and 
^ughters, those sons and daughters also 
became co-tenants of the house with the 
■widow. However, rel^vdng on fee deci- 
sion of fee Supreme Court in Kanji Manjl 
V. The Trustees of fee Port of Bombay, 
AIR 1963 SC 468 he held that fee notice 
to the widow alone to determine the ten- 
ancy was sufficient and fee suit for eject- 
ment filed against her alone was also good 
at law. In regard to the permission, he 
too held that nothing had been sho^wn as 
to how the permission was illegal or 
without jurisdiction and ■feat so far as 
fee grormd feat it was obtained against 
one of fee co-tenants only was concern- 
ed, fee decision in fee case Janardan 
Swarup V. Debi Prasad, 1958 All LJ 573 
=_ (AIR 1959 AH 33) showed that the per- 
rnission obtained against one co-tenant 
was good against the entire body of fee 
class designated as the tenant’. The plea 
based on an alleged stay 'order by fee 
State Government was not seriously pres- 
sed in the appeaL Relying upon fee Full 
Bench case Bashi Ram v. Mantri LaL 
1965 AH U 58 = (AIR 1965 AH 498) (FB) 
fee learned Judge held feat the proceed- 
ings under Section 7-F aforesaid could 
have no effect on the suit already institu- 
ted. It may be stated that this position 
has since been confirmed by the dedrtou 
of the Supreme Coxrrt in Parshottam Das 
V. Smt. Raj Mani DevL AIR 1970 SC 763 
=1968 AH WR (HC) 892. The appeal was 
accordingly dismissed. 

8. In fee second appeal the same legal 
pleas have been reiterated and argued. 
Learned counsel for both the sides have 
been heard at length. It may be noted 
here feat another second civil appeal 
No. 152 of 1967 "with a similar plea about 
invaHdity of notice given to one co-tenant 
only was also tacked -with this appeal 
under decision after it had been heard in 
part and this appeal is being decided after 
hearing also learned counsel for both fee 
sides in that other second appeal. 

9. On the side of the appellant it has 
been urged that the decisions of the High 
Courts in India have no doubt been that 
a notice served on one of the co-tenants 
is a good notice to the other co-tenants 
but feat is only vfeere the notice is 
addressed to all. It is said that the notice 
ifi the instant case was addressed only to 
the appellant and was -served onlv on her. 
For that reason the notice is said to be 
not in accordance ■with law and therefore, 
invalid for fee purpose of terminating the 
tenancy. In regard to the Supremo Court 
decision aforesaid, the argument is that 
the same is distinguishable becair.so it re- 
lates to a case ol "joint tenants” ns dis- 
tinct from "tcnants-in-common" %vh!ch is 
fee position of the appellant and the 
other heirs of Gaya Prasad Shulrla who 
succeeded to fee tenancy by inheritance. 
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Now the expresaon "joint tenants” has 
very often been used In those earlier 
cases too whidi have been dted on the 
appell^t'a side and on which reliance Is 
placed for the arsument that In order to 
be effective under Section 108 of the 
Transfer of Property Act, the notice must 
be addressed to all the co-tenants but it 
has not been urged that In those dedaons 
also the expresdon "joint tenants” was 
intended to refer to co-tenants holding as 
"joint tenant^’ as distinguished from 
"tenant^in-common”. It has also not been 
disputed that the exprcsdon "joint ten- 
ants” was u^ in those cases as a sub- 
stitute for "co-tenants” and not vdth a 
view to indicate the nature of the estate 
held by the co-tenants. It therefore, 
needs to be examined whether the 
Supreme Coxut decision referred to above 
was peculiar to any "joint tenancy" estate 
held by the co-tenants in the tenancy and 
whether the same is not applicable to co- 
tenants who got the rights of a tenant in 
the -tenancy on his death by inheritance. 


10. At the outset It may be stated that 
there is no controversy on the proposi- 
tion that even in the case of a monthly 
tenancy, the tenancy Is Inherited by the 
heirs of the tenant on his death. It was 
so held in Anwarali Bepatl v. Janlol Lai, 
AIB 1940 Cal 89; Manndd Serowjie v. 
shwari Prasad, AIR 1966 Cal 447 and 
ttajlb Husain v. Nawab Vanuskhan, AIR 
1937 Nag 321. It is also not In contro- 
versy that except in the case of copai^ 
ceners in a joint Hindu family xmder the 
Hindu Law, property under various In- 
heritance laws in this country Is taken by 
inheritance from a deceased owner by his 
heirs as “tenants in common” and not as 
"joint tenants” as between thems^ves, 
^ it cannot he doubted that as between 
themselves the interest which the heirs 
of a deceased tenant Inherit vdU Itself be 
heritable and will not pass by survivor- 
ship and in that sense they cannot be 
to hofd It as "joint tenants." That Is why 
the expression "joint tenants” used In 
dealing with a case of more than one 
person holding together the tenancy 
either by original lease In their favour or 
by inheritance from a deceased tenant is 
meant to convey nothing more than the 
idea that such persons hold the tenancy 

I as one entity and not that they hold that 
kind of estate which is governed by the 
rxile of pasring by survivorship. If the 
Supreme Court decision in AIR 1963 SC 
463 can be said to be in relation to a case 
of joint tenants In such ordinary sense of 
the expression, then it would be directly 
relevant to the instant case, but if it laid 
down law of sufficiency' of notice to 
determine lease by being given to one of 
the co-tenants to a case where the co- 
tenants were holding the tenancy by way 
of an estate of "Joint tenancy”. , then the 
oecision would be distinguishable, 


tlw point would still require decision 
whe&er in other cases of joint tenancy 
oigrt notice to one of the joint tenants will 
not be good and effective in law for the 
purpose of terminating the tenancy. This 
for an examination of the facts of 
Kanji Manji’s case, AIR 1963 SC 468. 

11. Kanji Manji’s case, AIR 1963 5C 
468 decided by tee Supreme Coxurt arose 
out of a suit filed by tee Trustees of the 
Port of Bombay for ejectment of Kanji 
ManJI and one Rupjl Jeraji from a piece 
of l^d. The land had been leased by the 
Trustees of the Port of Bombay on a 
monthly tenancy to two persons. Those 
two persons later assigned their rights in 
the lease to Kanji Manji and Bupji Jeraji 
and the assignment appeared to have been 
accepted by tee lessors. Some years later, 
tee Trustees of the Port of Bombay sent 
a notice to Kanji Manji and Rupji Jeraji 
requiring them to vacate tee premises and 
deliver vacant and peaceful possesrion on 
a ‘ceiitain date. On .non-compliance with 
tee notice tee suit was instituted against 
both the persons. It however, turned out 
teat Rupjl Jeraji bad died much earlier to 
the institution of the suit and tee plaintiff 
teereffire. amended the plaint by deleting 
the name of Rupjl JeraJL The suit was 
contested, inter alia, on the ground that 
tee notice of termination of tenancy was 
Invalid inasmuch as it bad been served' 
only upon one of the lessees (that Is, Kanji 
Manji) and not upon tee heirs and legal 
representatives of Rupjl Jeraji, who were 
also said to be necessary parties to the suit 
The suit was decreed by the Bombay Qty 
Civil Court by holding that tee tenancy 
was a joint tenancy and notice to one of 
the joint tenants was suffident and that 
tee suit was also not bad for non-joinder 
of the legal representatives of Bupll 
JerajL An appeal to tee Bombay High 
Court was dismissed summarily. The di^ 
pute ■was taken to the Supreme Court by 
Kanji Manji upon having obtained from 
teat Court special leave to appeaL In 
paragraph 7 of tee judgment of the 
Supreme Court it was observed;— 

"The argument about notice need not 
detain us long. By the deed of asrign- 
ment dated February 28, 1947, tee tenants 
took tee premises as joint tenants. 
The exact ■words of tee assigiment were 

teat ' the assignors do and each 

of teem doth hereby assign and assure 

that tee assignee as joint tenants. A 

The deed of assignment was approved and 
accepted by the Trustees of the Port of 
Bombay, and Rupji Jeraji and the appel- 
lant must be regarded as Joint tenants. 
The trial Judge, therefore, rightly held 
them to be so. Once it is held teat the 
tenancy •was joint, a notice to one of the 
Joint tenants was suffident and the suit 
lor tee same reason ■was plsn good. Mr. 
B. Sen. in arguing tee case of the appel- 
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iant, did not seek to urge the opposite. 
In our opinion, the notice and the frame 
of the suit were, therefore, proper, and 
ithis argument has no merit.” 

12. It can very well be argued that 
the expression "joint tenants” used in the 
deed of assignment and used in the above 
paragraph by their Lordships of the 
Supreme Court was meant to convey no 
other sense than that Kanji Manji and 
Eupji Jeraji did not take separate and 
exclusive interests imder the assignment 
and that they were joint tenants in the 
sense that they were to hold the lease 
jointly and not with separate interests 
therein. In the Kerala High Court case 
yaliyaveettil Konnappan v. Kunnivil 
Manikkam, AIR 1968 Ker 229 a angle 
Judge of that Court interpreted Kanji 
Manji’s case, AIR 1963 SC 468 to be one 
relating to a tenancy held by two per- 
sons as "joint tenants” in the other sense. 
It was observed at page 229, column 2 
• of the report; — . , , 

"That is clear from the emphasis placed 
by their Lordships on the circumstance 
&at .the tenants took the premises as 
joint tenants, the deed of assignment by 
which they acquired the lease expressly 
providing that they were taking as joint 
tenants. Where joint owners are joint 
tenants there is imity of title, unity of 
interest and the right of survivorship in 
addition to imity of possession so that it 
might be said ttiat any one of the joint 
tenants represents the entire estate — 
indeed in the Supreme Court case already 
referred to it would appear that one of 
the two joint tenants had died and the 
lease had vested solely in the other by 
survivorship before notice to quit was 
served on the other so that there was no 
question of the legal representatives of 
Sie deceased joint tenant having anv In- 
terest whatsoever in the lease so as to 
require that notice shoiild go to them.” 
The learned Judge proceeded further to 
observe at page 230 column 1: — 

"Where, however, the joint owners are 
only tenants in common there is o^y 
unity of possession, not of title or in- 
terest, and to determine a tenancy so 
held in accordance with Section 106 of 
the Transfer of Property Act notice must 
be addressed to all the tenants though 
proof . of service on one will be prima 
facie proof of service on all. See Harihar 
Banerji v. Ramshashi Ray, AIR 1918 PC 
102 and Bejoy Chand v. Kali Prasanna, 
AIR 1925 Cal 752. In the w’ords of the 
section, notice must go to every narty 
intended to be bound by it, and if it is 
not issued to any of the joint owners of 
the lease there is no determination of the 
lease so far as he is concerned. A lease 
cannot be determined piecemeal and 
hence it follows that there is no deter- 
mination even so far as the others are 
concern^” 


The argument in the second quotation 
will be discussed later on, but the ob- 
servation in the latter part of the first 
quotation itself would indicate that their 
Lordships of the Supreme Court had not 
in -fteir inind the consideration that 
Kanji Manji and Eoopji Jeraji w^ere 
owners of the tenancy as "joint tenants” 
in the special sense, with the right of 
survivorship ^ an incident thereof, for 
in that case it would have been enough 
for their Lordships to dispose of the con- 
troversy by merely sasnng that upon the 
death of Eoopji Jeraji his interest passed 
to Kanji Manji and he became the sole 
lessee, with no necessity in consequence 
of any notice going to the heirs of Eoopji 
Jeraji or of their impleadment as defen- 
dants in the suit. On the other hand, 
their Lordships proceeded to lay down 
that a notice to one of the joint tenants 
was sufficient and the suit against one 
joint tenant was for the same reason 
also good. However, reference to an old 
well-known Privy Coundl case relied 
upon on the respondent’s side may also 
be made. That case is AIR 1918 PC 102 
in which it was laid down that in the 
case of joint tenants each is intended to 
be bound and service of a notice to quit 
upon one joint tenant is prima facie evi- 
dence that it has reached the other joint 
tenants. There was a suit by the land- 
lords of a piece of land against the ten- 
ants and sub-tenants who were actually 
in possession. The set of defendants who 
were the tenants consisted of seven per- 
sons some of whom were members of a 
joint Hindu family of which the others 
were once such members but had ceased 
to be so. This fact is signifiicant in so far 
as it shows that all the seven tenants 
were noti as between themselves, bound 
by any rule of passing of their interest by 
survivorship. It may also be stated that 
they had come to possess what was for- 
merly the tenancy holding of one Nidhi 
Earn and that they vrere being treated as 
tenants in place of Nidhi Earn who was 
treated as dead. In that case notice W'as 
sent to all the seven persons separately 
but a contest was entered into as to whe- 
ther some of them who had not been per- 
sonally served with notice could be re- 
garded as duly served. It was in the 
context of this contest that their Lord- 
ships of the Privy Council observed at 
page 110, column 2 of the report at the 
very commencement of their discusaon 
on this controversy; — 

"Next and lastly as to the service of 
the notice to quit. The lOGth section of 
the Transfer of Property Act, 18S2, only 
requires that such a notice should be 
tendered or delivered to the party in- 
tended to be bound by it either personal- 
ly or to one of his family or servants at 
Ids residence, or if such tender or deli- 
very be not practicable, affixed to a con- 
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spicuous part of the property. The per- 
sonal tender or delivery may take Place 
anywhere; the vicarious tender or deli- 
very must take place at the readence of 
the person intended to be bound by the 
notice. Well in the case of joint tenants, 
each is intended to be bound, and it has 
long ago been decided that service of a 
notice to quit upon one joint tenant Is 
prima fade eddence that it has reached 
the other joint tenants. Doe d. Macartney 
V. Crick. (1805) 5 Esp 196 -= 8 BR 848, 
I^e d. Bradford v. Watkina, (1806) 7 East 
551 •= 8 RR 670 »= 3 Smith KB 517, 
PoUok V. Kelley, (1856) 6 Ir CLR 367”. 

13. About this case it has been argued 
on the appellant’s side that as a matter 
of fact notice was issued to all the seven 
co-tenants and the notice was also held 
to have been sufficiently served on eadi 
one of them and in the circumstances the 
observation that in the case of joint ten- 
ants each is intended to be bound and 
service of a notice to quit upon one joint 
co-tenant (is evidence that it has reached 
the other joint tenants?) is prima fade an 
obiter dicta. In this connection reliance 
was placed on the Supreme Coxirt case. 
Superintendent and Remembrancer of 
Legal ASairs West Bengal v. Corporation 
of Calcutta. AIR 1967 SC 997 In which it 
was observed that a decision made on a 
concession made by parties, even though 
principle concede was accepted by, 
the Privy Council without dis- 
cusrion. cannot be given the same value 
as a dedrion dven upon a careful conri- 
deration of pros and cons of the ques- 
tion rais^ The judgment In the case 
no doubt did not discuss the grounds lor 
the rule enunciated, but that appears to 
be hecatise the rule was taken to be wdl 
recogmsed. There were three English 
cases cited in that connection. At any 
Irate, the service of a notice addressed to 
all the co-tenants upon one of them only 
'has been held to be sufficient service for 
'terminating the tenancy in a number of 
'decisions of various High Courts foUow- 
jing this Privy Council case. Some of 
'these cases are Pt. Lila Dhar Pandey v. 
|L BamjL Dass. 1956 All LJ 650; Shri Hath 
V. Smt Saraswati Devi. AIR 1964 AU 52; 
Roshan V. Purshottam AIR 1965 All 
2S7; Bodardoja v. Ajijuddin Sircar, AIR 
1929 Cal 651; Bhusan Chandra Paul v, 
Bengal Coal Co. Ltd.. AIR 1966 Cal 63; 
Mohan Lai v. Governor General in 
cil, AIR 1945 Nag 255; Vaman Vlthal 
Kulkami v. Khanderao Ram Rao, AIR 
1935 Bom 247 and Mst. Banubai v. Tai- 
ram Sharma. AIR 1964 Bom 96. 

In none of these cases, however, the 
question arose whether a notice ad(&ess- 
^ to one or some only of the joint tenants 
and served upon him or some was su^ 
dent to terminate the tenancy, since the 
notice was addressed to alL It was in 


tile case. AIR 1925 Cal 752 that It was 
specifically decided that the notice must 

addressed to all and the same view 
hM been taken In the Kerala High Court 
case. AIR 1968 Kerala 229. In the Cal- 
cutta Privy Coundl case cited 

above was distinguished on the ground 
that the notices were addre^ed to all the 
Joint tenants by being sent to all of them. 
The cases (1805) 5 Esp 196=8 RR 848 
and (1806) 7 East 551=8 RR 670=3 Smith 
KB 517 referred to in the Privy Coundl 
case were also considered. The first case 
was said to have no value because in 
India the matter is governed by the •"to* 
virions of the Transfer of Property Act 
About the other case it was said that the 
matter was left to the Jury. It cannot 
be supposed that their Lordships of the 
Privy Council had not in mind the statu- 
tory provirion in Section 106 of the 
Transier of Prorerty Act when they ’aid 
down the rule that “in the case of ’oint 
tenants each is intended to be bound, 
and it has long ago been derided that 
service of a notice to quit upon one joint 
tenant Is prima fade e^dence that it has 
reached the other joint tenants”. Indeed 
they were spedficaUy considering Sec- 
tion 106 of the Transfer of Property Act 
and the use of the words "eadi is intend- 
ed to be bound” was with reference to 
the langxiage of the section. The rele- 
vant part of Section 106 is in the follow- 
ing words;— 

"Every notice under this section must 
be in writing, signed by or on behalf ol 
the person giving it, and either be sent 
by post to the party who is intended to 
be boimd by it or be tendered or deli- 
vered personallv to such party or to one 
of his family or servants, at his reridence, 
or (if such tender or delivery is not 
practicable) affixed to a consmeuous part 
of the property.” 

14. One reqidrement under the above 
quoted provision is about the form of the 
notice, namely, that it should be In writ- 
ing and signed by or on behalf of the 
person giving it. He other is about ser- 
vire of the notice. 

15. It has not been laid down In the 
section that the notice should be address- 
ed to all co-tenants or to every one of 
them. In regard to service of notice. It 
Is required that it be sent by post to the 
party who is intended to be bound by it 
or be tendered or delivered personally to 
such party or to one of his f amil y or ser- 
vants at his residence, or, if such tender 
or delivery is not practicable affixed to 
a conspicuous part of the property. If 
the words "party who Is intended to be 
bound by it” are interpreted to mean 
each one of the co-tenants where the 
tenancy is held by more than one person 
jointly, then notice must be serv^ on 
each one of the c^tenants and that 
would be in direct conflict with the rule 
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aboirt which there is no controversy that 
service of a notice on one of the co- 
tenants would be sufadent service in res- 
pect of all (provided it is addressed to 
all). The fact of its faeinfc addressed to 
all will be immaterial if the notice must 
be served on each co-tenant individuallv 
in order that all of them may be bound. 
The rule of suffidencv of service of 
notice on one co-tenant in the case of 
co-tenancy can be in conformity with the 
requirement of the section only if the 
co-tenants are taken to constitute one 
"party” so that service on any one only 
of them will be service on the party in- 
tended to be bound. It must be in this 
background that it was laid down by the 
Privy Council in Harihar Banerjee’s case, 
AIR 1918 PC 102 that "well in the case 
of joint tenants, each is intended to be 
bound”; in other words, if a notice is 
given to one of the joint tenants, it means 
that the joint tenants as a whole are in- 
tended to be bound by the notice. It is 
an incident of 'tenancj^ that it is one 
and even though more than one person 
may hold it they hold it together as one. 
It is well recognized that a landlord can- 
not terminate the tenancy piecemeal, nor 
can some out of the several co-tenants ter- 
minate it for themselves only. Co-tenants 
who come to hold a tenancy by inheritance 
may, for the purposes of succession have 
an estate as "tenants in common” and not 
"joint tenants”, but the special incidents 
attaching to a tenancy wOl not be changed 
upon the tenancy passing to more than 
one person by inheritance. In so far as 
their relationship with the landlord is 
concerned, they hold the tenancy jointly 
and for the landlord they constitute one 
unit. So even if a notice is addressed to 
one or some of the co-tenants, it must be 
effective as against all, the only limita- 
tion to this being that there is nothing 
to show that the tenancy is intended to 
be terminated piecemeal and it is clear 
that the intention is to terminate the 
tenancy as a whole. It appears that it is 
by way of this safeguard that while lay- 
ing down the rule in the several dedsions 
mentioned above that service of notice on 
one co-tenant will be suSident service of 
notice for terminating the tenancy that 
the qualification has been added that the 
notice should be addressed to all the co- 
tenants. Ikere does not appear _ to be 
any sanctity otherwise behind this Quali- 
fication. In this connection the following 
passages from the report of AIR 1964 
Bom 96 which, if I mav say so with res- 
pect, contain also mv line of thinking, 
may be usefully reproduced: — 

"(11) In this connection it is contended 
by the learned counsel for the appellants 
that the provisions of Section 11 of 
Hindu Succession Act in terms lay dowm 
that propertv acouired bv heirs who in- 
herit by intestate succession is acquired 


^ them as tenants-in-common and not as 
joint tenants. In this context reference 
is also invited to paragraph 31 of MuUa’s 
Hindu Law, page 99. 12th edition. In 
mv judgment, the phrase "tenants-in- 
epmmon” or "joint tenants” used in Sec- 
tion 19 of the Hindu Succession Act or 
in other texts, when considering the 
rights of owners of property inter se can- 
not be confused with the right to hold 
land as joint tenant in the sense as ioint 
lessees or co-lessees or co-tenants of pro- 
perty such as the subject-matter of the 
suit. The word "tenant” in Section 19 
is not used in the sense of lessees. That 
word is used in the sense of owners of 
property whether they are joint owners 
of property or holding in defined shares. 
It is an incident of ownership that has 
been referred to in Section 19 and that 
incident in the case of persons holi'ng as 
tenants-in-common is that the devolution 
in the case of each of these tenants-in- 
common would be according to the per- 
sonal law while in the case of persons 
holding as joint tenants it will he by 
survivorship. The expression is not ger- 
mane in deciding whether the leasehold 
is held as ioint tenants. That expression 
may have led to some confusion and it is 
preferable to refer to rights of more than 
one person holding under the leasehold 
vis-a-vis the landlord as co-tenants or co- 
lessees. If understood in that sense, 
there will be no difficulty in holding that 
all the co-lessees or co-tenants held as 
joint tenants in the sense that they have 
a single tenancy relationship with the 
landlord and they are not different 
tenants vis-a-vis the landlord 

(12) If this is the correct interpretation 
of the position of persons even succeeding 
under Section 19 to a leasehold interest 
of the deceased Hindiu there would be 
no difficulty in holding that notice to one 
of the ioint tenants in this case should be 
held to be a valid and good notice pro- 
vided notice is intended to be notice to 
all these joint tenants. It is in that sense 
that the decision of the Privy Council in 
ILR 46 Cal 458= (AIR 1918 PC 102) has 
been applied in several Courts.” 

1C. In contrast, the view taken in the 
Kerala case, on the one hand, that the 
expression "party intended to be bound 
by it” means in the case of co-tennnts, 
each co-tenant indiridually and, on the 
other hand, that notice can be served on 
one of them to bind all. would appear to 
be self-contradictory and also in conflict 
with the provisions of Section 106 .about 
service of notice v/ith the said interore- 
tation of that exprc.ssion. 

17. I accordingly bold that both on 
the authority of Kanii Manfi's case. AIR 
1963 SC 468 aforesaid and otherwise 
(Le,. if it applies only to joint tenants 
with right of survivorship) the notice 
serv'ed on the appellant was sufficient to 
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I^chase and sale of foodgrains under 
licences granted to it imder the U. P. 
Poodgrains Dealers licensing Order, 964. 
In tte evening of 12th August, 1967, the 
Senior Marketing Inspector, Hapur, raid- 
ed the petitioner’s business premises and 
seized a truck-load of Matar Dal (100 
bags), on the belief that this commodity 
was being transferred to M/s. Prayag Das 
yed Prakash of Ghaziabad. On 25th 
August, 1967, the Collector, Meerut, issu- 
ed a notice requiring the petitioner to 
show cause why the seized goods be not 
confiscated under S. 6-A, Essential Com- 
modities Act, for contravention of condi- 
tions 9 and 9-A of the aforesaid licensing 
Order. The petitioner filed a representa- 
tion, and contended that the goocLs y^ere 
not being transferred as a result of any 
sale to any other wholesaler. So, tliere 
was no contravention of the provisions of 
conditions 9 or 9-A. The District Magis- 
trate did not accept the petitioner’s con- 
tention, and, by an order dated 16th Oc- 
tober, 1967, directed that 98 quintals 40 
Mgs. and 700 grams of matar dal which 
was seized as jiforesaid, be confiscated to 
the State. He came to the finding that 
the petitioner had entered into a tiansac- 
tion of transfer with a firm at Ghaziabad, 
and the said quantity of fte matar dal 
was being transported in pursuance 
thereol Aggrieved, the petitioner filed 
an appeal under Section 6-C of the Essen- 
tial Commodities Act. The Commissioner 
affirmed the findings and dismissed the 
appeal on 28-12-1967. 

2. The order of confiscation is chal-? 
lenged in the present writ petition on two 
grounds. It was submitted that fee peti- 
tioner did not contravene condition 9 of 
the aforesaid Licensing Order. Under 
that condition, a licensee is proMbited 
from selling foodgrains to a wholesaler 
In another Mandi or town either directly 
or throu^ a licensee in form ‘F’. It was 
urged feat there was no evidence of any 
such sale. The finding was, therefore, 
without any evidence. I am not impress- 
ed by this submission. The Collector as 
well as the Commissioner have relied up- 
on admitted facts and circunistance'' of 
the case. They have hdd that it was 
admitted that the tiuck, which was ^aded 
with tbe seized commodity was going to 
Ghaziabad. There was a false nunibCT 
plate beneath the driver’s seat. Certain 
papers were found at the time of seizure 
which indicated that the consignment was 
required to be ddivered to a firm at 
Ghaziabad. That firm was a wholesale 
dealer. The petitioner did not offer any 
adequate explanation. From aU_ these 
facts, the authorities could legitimately 
feel satisfied that the goods were bemg 
transported in pursuance of a transaction 
of transfer. On that finding, the order 
of confiscation was within fee purview of 
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Section 6-A of the Essential Commodities 
Act 

, 3, The learned,. counsel for the peti- 
tioner then challenged the constitutional 
validity of Sections 6-A and 6-B of the 
Essential Commodities Act Sections 6-A 
and 6-B were added to the Essential Com- 
modities Act by the Essential Commodi- 
ties (Amendment) Act No. XXV of 1966. 
Section 6-A provides that where any food- 
grains etc., are seized in pursuance of an 
order made xmder Section 3 in relation 
thereto, they may be produced, without 
any reasonable delay, before the Collec- 
tor of the District. The Collector, on be- 
ing satisfied that there has been a con- 
travention of an order under Section 3, 
may order confiscation of the foodgrains 
etc. Section 6-B requires tbat a notice to 
show cause must be given to the owner 
of the seized article and he must be given 
a reasonable opportunity of being heard, 
before the order of confiscation is passed. 
Then xmder Section 6-C, an appeal lies 
agai^ the order_ passed xmder Sec. 6-A 
Section 6-D provides feat fee award of 
confiscation xmder this Act by the Collec- 
tor shall not prevent the infliction of any 
pxmishment to which the person affected 
is liable xmder this Act. 

4. Under Section 7 of the Act. a per- 
son, who contravenes any order made 
xmder Section 3, is punishable with the 
penalties mentioned in its various clauses. 
Under .Clause (b), the Court has been em- 
powered to forfeit any property like food- 
grains eta, in respect of whidh an order 
xmder Section 3 has been contravened. 
The proviso confers a discretion on the 
Court, for reasons to be recorded, to re- 
frain from passing an order of forfeiture. 
It is feus dear that a person, who has 
contravened any order xmder Section 3, 
as liable to punishment xmder Section 7. 
He is liable xmder Section 6-A to the con- 
fiscation of fee involved goods. An order 
of confiscation can be passed under Sec- 
tion 6-A provided the Collector is satis- 
fied feat there has been a contravermon 
of an order xmder Section 3. The ques- 
tion of mens rea is equally relevain; lo 
the satisfaction of the Collector xmder 
Section 6-A In Kishori Lai Bihari v. 
AddL Collector, 1968 All U 175= (.MR 
1969 All 159), I held feat for satisfying 
himself that the nrovisions of an order 
xmder Section 3 have been contravened, 
fee Collector wffl have to talre into con- 
sideration fee question whether fecra was 
an intentional contravention of the order. 

It was emphasised in that case that an 
order of confiscation xmder Section C-A 
was provirional and subject to the orders 
feat may be passed by the Court unacr 
Section 7. If in a given casa the Collec- 
tor orders confiscation of goods, it will be 
otKrn to the Court to pass an order to the 
contrary, it for reasons to be recorded, 
it thinks it fit to do so. 
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. 5. The learned counsel for Ihe peti- 
tioner UTg^ that It was open to the pro- 
secuting agency to proceed aeauist a 
dealer under Section 6-A and obtdn an 
order of confiscation of goods and thtn 
to quietly deep over the matter and re- 
frain from prosecuting him with a view 
to get tiiTn punished under Section 7. It 
was urged that this device -can be adopted 
by the authorities in case they do not 
wish to nm the risk of the order oi con- 
fecation passed under Section 6-A being 
set at naught by the Court under Sec- 
tion 7. The lea^ng of this discr^ition 
with ^e executive authorities _ unporte 
the vice of discrimination into xhe provi- 
dons of the Act, because it enables the 
executive to nick and choose dealer* who 
may or may not he prosecuted under 
Section 7. The Act does not lay doun 
any prindples or standards to guide the 
executive in deddiog when to prosecute 
the defaulting dealers and when not to 
do EO. 

6. In my opinioTi, the question of law 
does not arise because the construction 
placed ^ the learned counsel t'jr the 
petitioner on the various provisions of the 
Act does not appeal to me. Section 7 
says that if a person contravenes any 
order made under Section 3. he shall be 
punishable according to Its various 
dauses. It does not however, say that 
if any person contravenes any order made 
tinder Section 3, he will Invanaoly be 
prosecuted; but that is Implidt in it It 
provides for punishment of any person 
who contravenes an omer under Sec 3. 
I am unable te read ttus provision as con- 
ferring any discretion on the authoriues 
to prosecute or not to prosecute any de- 
faulting dealer. The obvious intentun of 
the legislature was that each and every 
person contraveiung an order under Sco 
tion 3 was liable to be prosecuted and 
punished. 

7. It is true that the Act does not pro- 
VKfe djr ear peaeltr BBort toe <x».cf£*v 
authorities for failure to prosecut-i a 
dealer for a contravention of an order 
under Section 3. Lack of such a provl- 
don by itself would sot suggest that the 
lie^latiue conferred a dismtion on the 
authorities not to initiate a prosecution If 
the facts Justify it. The liCgislature. in 
my opinion, clearly contemplated that 
every dealer who con t r av enes an order 
under Section 3 will be similarly treated, 
and prosecuted and punished 

8. Section 6-A has not been enacted 
with a view to provide an altemalivc to 
Sec 7. The obvious intention benind 
Section 6-A appears to be to make a pro- 
vision for the speedy and effective con- 
trol and disposal of the sdzed commodi- 
Ites like foodgrains, edible oil-seeds, or 
edible oils, et^ whidi are .perishable In 
tature. The Legislature well thought 
that an order of confiscation dr forfeiture 
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may be passed InitiaDy, and may not wait 
tiU the final disposal of the prosecution. 
To that end, power has been conferred on 
the Collector to pass suitable orders urder 
Section 6-A. This provision is not In 6ul>- 
stitution of Section 7. It is pn^sionaL 
It provides a measure of an interim relief 
to the commodities in. respect of which a 
contravention has taken place. It can- 
not. therefore, be said that the scheme of 
the Act contemplates any discrimination 
between various dealers who may have 
contravened an order under Section 3. 
These provisions are, therefore, not un- 
constitutionaL 

9. The petition fails, and Is accord- 
iagly dianissed with costs. 

Petition dismissed. 
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Tj>la Ram and another. Applicants v. 
Ehaianl. Opp^te Party. 

Civil Revn. No. 709 of 1065, D/- 9-5- 
1969. from order and Judgment of Dist. 
J., ifathura, D/- 20-2-I9C5. 

Civil P. a a908). O. 21, B. 84 — Exe- 
cution — Date of sole — Date of actual 
sale by ofQcer conductioir sale and date of 
acceptance of bid by Court itself when 
relevant Am 1931 Cal 583 Ss AJB ISIO" 
Oudh 261 & Am 1935 Oudh 131, Dis- 
sented. 

In three cases, the date of the sale wD) 
be the date of acceptance or approval of 
the bid by the Court, namely. 

(i) When there Is a practice or a rule 
to ibi* effect; 

Oil When the Court has reserved to 
Itself the Dower to accept the bid and 
to declare the purdiaser; and 

fiii) When the officer conducting the 
sale does not In fact conclude the sale by 
accepting the highest bid but refers the 
matter to the Coiirfc- 

In other cases; the date of 'sale vdU be 
the date on which the officer conducting 
the sale accepts the l^hest bid. declares 
the purchaser and the purdiaser deposits 
25 per cent of the purdiase price. In 
either case, ar-nlication under O. 2U R. 84 
filed beyond 30 days of the "date of ^e” 
would be barred. Am 1931 Cal 583 & 
Am 1040 Oudh 261 & Am 1935 Oudh 
131, Dissented; Am 1932 Rang 17. FoD; 
Am 1923 Pat 525 & Am 1925 Mad 318 & 
Am 1956 Madh Bba 30, Disting. 

Cases BeJeiTed; Cbxonoloffieai Faras 
(1963) Am 1963 Mvs 210 fV 501 = 

{19631 1 Mvs LJ 61. "npinah Man- 
Jappa V. Huvinakuli Ramiah 14 

(19561 Am 1956 Madh Bha 30 (V 43) 
=Madh Bha U 1955 (HCR) 293, 

Ram krishna v. Du liehaTut 5 

1M/JM/E247/69/BDB/P 



1970 


Lala Ham v. Bhajani (Mathur J.) [Prs. 1-2] AH. 399 


(1953) AIE 1953 Mad 762 (V 40)= 
1952-2 Mad LJ 46, Poongavana 
Naicker v. Muthurama Naidu 
(1950) AIR 1950 All 450 {V 37)= 
1950 Ail LJ 653. EbaduUah RbaTi 
V. Muniapal Board, Allahabad 
(1940) AIR 1940 Oudh 261 (V 27)= 
1940 OWN 381, Hadi Husain v. 
Zainid. Ibad 

(1936) AIR 1936 Lah 555 (V 23)= 
166 Ind Cas 603. Hoshnak Ram 
V. Punjab National Bank, Ltd. 
(1935) AIR 1935 Oudh 131 (V 22) = 
ILR 10 Luck 557, Hari Shankar v. 
Amina Bibi 

(1932) AIR 1932 Rang 17 (V 19) = 
ILR 9 Rang 608, Mahomed Yacoob 
V. P. L. R. M. Firm 
(1931) AIR 1931 Cal 583 (V 18) = 
ILR 58 Cal 788, Surendra Mohan 
V. Manmathanath Banerji 
(1931) AIR 1931 Lah 78 (V 18) = 
131 Ind Cas 227. Nur Din v, 
Bulaqi Mai . . 

(1925) AIR 1925' Mad 318 (V 12) = 
82 Ind Cas 793, Ratnasami Pillai 
V. Sabanathy Pillai 
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B. L. Jaiswal, for Applicants; Radha 
Krishna Rakhal Das, for Opposite Party. 


G. C. MATHUK. J.: — Lala Ram appli- 
cant No. 1 obtained a simple money 
decree against Bhajani, opposite party. In 
execution of the decree, some Bhumidhari 
land of the judement-debtor was attach- 
ed. On May 25. 1963. the Mvmsif (exe- 
cutine Court) ordered _ the issue of the 
sale proclamation, fixing September 14, 
1963, for the sale. On May 27, 1963, the 
warrant of sale was issued, directing the 
Amin to sell the attached property by 
auction. The Amin was directed to 
return the warrant by September 16, 
1963, wth an endorsement certifying the 
manner in which it had been executed. 
The Amin held the auction on September 
14- 1963. The highest bid of Girraj ap- 
plicant No. 2 of Rs. 1,200/- was accepted 
bv the Amin and. on the same date. Gir- 
raj deposited with the Amin a sum of 
Rs. 300/-. being 25 per cent of the pur- 
chase monev. The Amin then returned 
the waxrant together with his report to 
the Munsif and on September 16, _ 1963, 
the Munsif passed an order "bid is ap- 
proved”. On October 15, 1963. the judg- 
ment-debtor filed an application under 
Order XXI. Rule 90 of tlie Code of Chil 
Procedure to set aside the sale. On Nov- 
ember 6. 1963. the Munsif dismissed the 
application as time-barred, holding _ that 
it had been filed bevond the period of 
limitation of 30 days from September 14. 
1963, the date of the sale. Two days 


later, on November 8, 1963, the Munsif 
passed the following order . — 

“Sale dated 14-9-1963 is confirmed. 
Execution is struck off in full satisfac- 
tion.” 

Against the order dismissing the applica- 
tion for setting aside the sale, the judg- 
ment-debtor filed an appeal The Dis- 
trict Judge, who heard the appeal, was 
of the view that the date of the sale was 
September 16. 1963, the date on which the 
Munsif approved the bid and that the 
application for setting aside the sale was 
filed within 30 days of that date. He ac- 
cordingly allowed the appeal and directed 
the Munsif to entertain, the objection and 
to decide it on merits. Against this order, 
the decree-holders and the auction pur- 
chaser have come to this Coinrt in revi- 
sion. 

2. The real question, which arises for 
consideration in this,. case, is whether the 
date of the sale is ,Septeiriber . 14. 1963, 
when the Amin > auctioned' "the- attached 
property, or September 16, 1963, when 
the Munsif approved the bid. Under 
Article 166 of the Limitation Act of 1908, 
limitation for making an application 
imder O. XXI, Rule 90 is 30 days from 
"the date of the sale”. Admittedly, the 
application filed by the judgment-debtor 
is beyond 30 days from September 14, 
1963, but ^Tichin 30 days from September 
16, 1963. In allowing the appeal, the 
District Judge has observed: — 

"The Amin has not ^cepted the bid 
but he has mentioned in the bid list that 
a certain bid was the highest bid and then 
submitted the papers to the learned Mun- 
sif who formally accepted the bid on 
16th Sept. It cannot, therefore, be said 
that the Amin had accepted the bid and 
the order of the learned Munsif is redun- 
dant.” 

This is incorrect and is not borne out by 
the record. The record clearly shows 
that the Amin had accepted the highest 
bid of Girraj. The ■warrant of sale issu- 
ed to the Amin directed him to sell the 
attached property by auction and to 
report compliance ^ September 16. 1963, 
The sale proclamation also states that the 
attached property -udll be sold by the 
Amin. On the Fard Neelam, the Amin 
has noted do'cra all bids received by him, 
including the last bid of Rs. 1,200/- hy 
Girrai. After the bids, the Amin has 
stated that no higher bid than that of Gir- 
rai was forthcoming and, therefore, the 
auction was concluded in favour of Gir- 
rai for Rs. 1.200/-. On the back of the 
•warrant of sale, the Amin has written out 
ids compliance report. In this report 
also, he has stated that no higher bid than 
that of Girraj for Rs. 1.200/- was forth- 
coming. that the price offered appeared 
to be adequate and. therefore, the sale 
was concluded in favour of Girraj for 
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Rs. 1,200/-. He has further elated that 
Girrai had deposited Bs. 300/- in cash 
towards one-fourth of the eale price and 
that he had been ordered to depodt the 
remaining three-fourths of the price, ie., 
Bs. 900/- on or before September 29, 1963. 
I^om these facts it Is abundantly clear 
that the Amin had accepted the highest 
bid of Girraj and had t^en the deposit 
of Ri 300/- on account of 25 per cent of 
the sale price. These reports do not bear 
out the obseivation of the District Judge 
that the Amin had not accepted the bid 
of Girrai and had merely forwarded the 
bids for acceptance to the Munsil 

3. Learned counsel for the judgment- 
debtor has contended that, as a matter of 
law, the sale was completed only when 
the Munsif approved the bid and. there- 
fore, it is the date of the approval of the 
bid by the Munsif which Is the date of 
the sMe. In support of his contention, be 
has placed reliance upon several repo rted 
derisions.' In/all these. cases. Order XICT,’ 
Rule 84 C.PJ3. came up for consideratibn. 
This rule reads: ■ 

"84(1) — On every sale of Immovable 
property the person declared to be the 
purchaser shall pay Immediately after 
such declaration a deposit of tv^ty-five 
per cent on the amount of Hs purdiase- 
money to the officer or other person con- 
ducting the sale, and In default of such 
deporit, the' property shall forthwith be 
re-sold.” 

In Jaibhadar Jha v. Matukdari Jha. 
AIR 1923 Pat 825. it was held that It is 
only when the presiding officer closes the 
bidding and formally accepts the bid and 
decides the purchaser that the sale is 
complete and that mere closing of the 
bid does not complete the sale. It ap- 
pears from the judgment of this case that 
the sale was conduried by the Uazlr and. 
after recording the bids, he seat the bid- 
sheet in accordance with the practice, to 
the Munsif who wrote "close” against the 
last offer and signed the order. There- 
after the auction purchaser deporited one- 
fourth of the sale price. It is thus clear 
that the Ifazir had not accepted the high- 
est bid and had merely forwarded the bid 
list for acceptance to the Munsif. In 
these drcumstances, the sale was com- 
plete only when the Munsif accepted the 
bid and declared the purchaser. 

4. In Ratnasaml Pillai v. Sabapaihy 
PiUal, AIR 1925 Mad 318, it was held that, 
when a court sale takes place, the sale In 
favour of a particular indivlduM Is not 
complete unless and until it receives the 
confirmatton of the Court and that it fa 
the acceptance of the Court that constf- 
ttrtes the contract. In this case, the auo- 
tion was held by the Receiver and Ratna- 
sami Pillai was the highest bidder. 'TOien 
the bids were taken before the Court for 
confirmation, it refused to accept Ratna- 


saTvii Pillai’s bid and directed a re-sale. 
It appears that, in this case, the Receiver 
bad not accepted ^e highest hid of Rataa- 
gaTY^! PillaL The contention before the 
High Court was that Batnasamz Pillai 
having made the highest bid, there was a 
concluded contract between him and the 
receiver. It is this contention which was 
replied. Therefore this case also_ does 
not lay down any general proposition of 
law which can be applied to the present 
case. 

In Surendra Mohan v. Manmathanath 
Banerji, AIR 1931 Cal 583,. the Calcutta 
High Court, following the decision of the 
Patna High Court In AIR 1923 Pat 523 
(supra), observed: 

"Though the sale may be made by an 
Officer of the Court or by any person 
appointed in this behalf, the sale is a sale 
by the Court; the officer of the Court, for 
instance the nazir or any person em- 
powered by the Court, is simply a minis- 
ter^ officer appointed’ to'carry out cer- 
tain duties imposed upon him by the 
Court After the sale fa held and com- 
pleted. so far as the bidding is concerned, 
the matter must be placed before the' 
Court and, under O. 21, B. 84, on every 
aale the person declared to be the pur- 
cha^ shall pay, after such declaration, 
a deposit of 25 per cent on the amount or 
Us ptirchase money to the officer com 
ducting the sale. Accordingly, befozt 
such declaration is made, the sue doei 
not become complete and effective and 
the bidder does not acquire any interesi 
in the property,” 

With great respect, we are unable to 
avree with the observation that, after the 
bidding Is completed, the sale officer must 
in every case place the matter before the 
Court and that It fa for the Court to 
accept the bid and to declare toe pur- 
chaser. The relevant provisions of Order 
300 do not support this conriuslon. In 
this case also, it appears that toe highest 
bid had not been accepted by the Nazir 
and that he had merely forwarded the 
bids to the Court It does not appear 
from the judgment but this may have 
been toe prevailing practice in Calcutta 
or it may have been provided for in some 
rules made by toe High Cotirt 

S. In Poongavana Naidier v. Mutou- 
T^a Naidu. AIR 1953 Mad 762. a learned 
Single Judge of the Madras High Court 
has followed the above mentioned three 
decisions and held that toe Ral e becomes 
Complete only when toe Court accepts 
the final bid. This case does not carry 
us any fxirther. It however, appears 
from the judgment that under the civil 
lilies of practice In force In Madras, the 
Nazir, who conducts the s^e. fa required 
to put up the matter before the Court and 
% Is then left to the Court to accept the 
auction of the Nazir or to rej^ Uf« 
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residence \vithin regions of the State 
tending to disharmony and disunity ■with- 
in 'the State appear to ha've been far from' 
the contemplalibn of 'the Constitution- 
makers. Even 'the concession enabling 
Parliament to make a law prescribing a 
requirement as to residence "within a State 
for employment 'under the Government 
of the State is not made in any narrow 
spirit of parochialism^ but in the larger 
interests of efficiency of Public Service, 
to prevent "people who are flying from 
one pro-vince to another from oca 
Stete to another, as mere birds of passage 
■without any roots, "without any connec- 
tion with that particular pro"pince, just to 
come, apply for posts and, so to say, take 
the plums and walk a'way”. A refer- 
ence to the proceedings of the Constitu- 
ent Assembly makes the position very 
clear. As pointed out by their Lordships 
of the Supreme Court in A. K. Gopalan 
V. State, 1950 SCR. 88 at p. 110 = (AIR 
1950 SC 27 at p. 38) and other subsequent 
cases it is permissible to refer to the pro- 
ceedings of the Constituent Assembly to 
resolve latent ambiguities.. 


^ve been observing that provmtualism 
has been gro"wing in this coimtry. Every 
now and then we hear the cry. "Bengd 
for Bengalis”, "Madras for Madrasis” and 
so on and so forth. This cry. Sir, is not 
in the int^ests of the unity of the coun- 
try, or in the interests of the solida- 
rity of the country. We find that some 
pro"vincial governments have laid it 
down as a ride that for emplosnnent in 
the province the person concerned should 
have been li"ving in the pro"vince for 

many years 

I submit. Sir, that this is a tradency 
which must be checked -with a strong 
hand. I, therefore, subinit that in the 
matter of employment there should be 
absolutely no restriction whatsoever un- 
less it is necessary in the interests of 
the efficiency of services. The unity of 
the country must be preserved at all 
costs; the solidarity of the country must 
be preserved at all costs. We must do 
every thing in our power to preserve the 
unity of the country, and the amendment 
that I have moved aims at this and is a 
step in this direction.” 


In the draft Constitution which was 
presented to "the Constituent Assembly 
Article 10 dealt vath 'equality of oppor- 
tunity in matters of public employment. 
Clauses (1) and (2) were as follows: — 

"10. Equality of opportunity in matters 
of public employment; — 

(1) There shall be equality of oppor- 
tuffity for all citizens in matters of em- 
ployment imder the State. ■ 

(2) No citizen shall, on grounds only 
of religion race, caste, sex, descent, place 
of birth, or any of them, be ineligible for 
any office imder the State”, 

13. Clause (2) it may be noticed, ffid 
not refer to residence at all and while 
Article 10 contained clauses correspond- 
ing to Clauses 4 and 5 of Article 16, 
there was no clause corresponding to 
the present clause (3) of Article 16. Sri 
Jaspat Roy Kapoor and Sri K. M. MunsM 
moved an amendment that the word 
"residence” may be inserted after the 
word 'birth’ in Clause (2) of the article 
Sri Jaspat Roy Kapoor stated in his 
speech moving "Bie amendment. 

"Sir. there being only one dtizenship 
for the wiiole country, it should carry 
•with it the unfettered right and privilege 
of employment in any part and in every 
nook and corner of the country 
Every citizen of the country. Sir, I think, 
must be made to fed that he is a citizen 
of the country as a "whole and not of 
any particular province where he 
ddes. He must feel that wheresoever he 
goes in the country, he rtiall have me 
same rights and privileges^ in the matter 
of emplojTnent as he has in the parhcm- 
lar part of the coimtry where he resides. 
Unfortunately. Sir for some time past we 
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14. The amendment moved by Sri Jas- 
pat Roy Kapoor was accepted by Dr. B. 
R. Ambedkar and passed by the Consti- 
tuent Assembly, 

15. I stated earlier that in the Draff 
Constitution there was no clause corres- 
ponding to the dause (3) of Art 16 Sri 
AUadi Kiishnaswami Ayyar moved an 
amendment introducing a new clause in 
Art. 10 of the Draft Constitution and this 
became Clause (3) of Artide 16. In the 
course of his speech indroducing the 
amendment Sri Krishnaswami Ayyar 
stated: 

"The object of the amendment is dear 
from the terms and the wording of it. In 
the first, part of the article, the general 
rule is laid do-wn that there shall be 
equd opportunity for all citizens in mat- 
ters of employment under the State and 
thereby the universality of Indian dtizen- 
ship is postulated. In paragraph 2 of 
artide 10, it is expressed in the negative, 
namdy that no dtizen shall be ineligible 
for any office under the State by reason 
of race, caste, sex, descent, place of birth 
and so on. The next two clauses are in 
"the nature of exceptions to tlie fundamen- 
tal and the general rule that is laid down 
in the first part of the article Now v.’hat 
the present amendment provides for is 
this that in case of appointment under 
the State for particular reasons, it may 
be necessary to provide that residence 
within the State is a necessary qualiXica- 
"tion for appointment by and within the 
State That is the object of this amend- 
ment and instead of leaving it to indi- 
vidual States to make any rule they like 
in regard to residence it was fdt that it 
■would be much better If the Parliament 
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lays down a general rule applicable to all 
states alike, especially having regard to 
the fact that in any niatter concerning 
fundamental rights it must be the Parlia- 
ment alone that has the power to legislate 
and not the different Units in India.’* 

Dr. R R Ambedkar accepting the amend- 
ment mov^ by Sri Krishnaswami Ayyac 
stated: 

"I shall explain the purpose of tMs 
amendment. (It is the feeling of many 
persons in this House that, rince we have 
established a common citizenship through- 
out India, irrespective of the local luils- 
diction of the provinces and the Indian 
States, it Is only a concomitant thing that 
residence should not be required for hold- 
ing a particular post in a particular State 
because, in so far as you make resideoce 
a qualification, vou are really subtract- 
ing from the value of a common otizen- 
ship which we have established by this 
Consliliition, or which we propose to esta- 
blish by thia ConstitutiorL Therefore in my 
judgment, the argument that reridence 
should not be a qualiScation to hold ap- 
pointments under the State Is a perfect- 
ly valid and a perfectly sound argument) 
At the same time, it must be realised 
that you cannot allow people who are 
flying from one province to another from 
one State to another as mere birds of 
passage without any roots without any 
connection with that particular province. 
Just to come, apply for the posts and so 
to say. take the plums and walk away, 
^erefore, some limitation Is necessary- 
It was found, when tiUs matter was In- 
vestigated. tl^t already today In very 
many provinces rules have been framed 
by the provincial Governments prescrib- 
ing a certain period of residence as a qua- 
lification for a post In that particular 
province. Therefore the proposal in the 
amendment that, although as a general 
rule residence should not be a qualifica- 
tion, yet some exception might be made^ 
is not quite out of the ordinary. We are 
merely following the practice which has 
been already established in the various 
provinces. However, what we found was 
that while different provinces were lay- 
ing dowm a certain period as a qualifying 
period for posts the periods varied cond- 
derably. Some provinces said that a per- 
son must be artually domiciled. What 
that means, one does not know. Others 
have fixrf ten years, some seven years 
and so on. It was therefore felt that, 
whlli it might be desirable to fix a 
period as a qualifying test, that qualify- 
ing test should be 'imiform throughout 
India. Consequently, 'if that object is to 
be achieved, viz. that toe qualifying red- 
dential period should be\ tmiform, that 
object can be achieved ohly by ^vlng 
the power to Parliament ahd not giving 
to the Local units, whether provinces or 
States. That Is the underlylng'^JUrpcse of 


this amendment putting down reddenca 
as e qualification.” 

16. Thus it is clear from the debates ol 
the Constitutent Assembly that Art 16 
(3) was not Introduced to promote any 
epiiit of narrow provindaton: far from 
that it was introduced to promote effl- 
dency of service without sacrificing the 
principle of equality of opportunity in 
the matter of public employment It was 
intr^uced to secure uniformity- The law 
to be made by Parliament providing for 
requirement as to residence was to be tmi- 
form and was not to be designed to pre- 
vent persons of one State seeking em- 
ployment under the Govemmenl of 
other States. The law was only to pro- 
vide for seme qualification regarding 
residence In regard to some classes of 
employment so as to promote efficiency 
of service In connection with that class of 
employment. If I may say so the law to 
be made was to attract rather than to 
prevent. It was to invite officials to 
develop attachment to the places where 
they worked rather than to force them to 
go away. The law was certainly not 
meant to prescribe requirements as to 
residence ^thin parts of a State, so as to 
prohibit residents of other areas of the 
State from seeking employment 

17. Article 16 f3) refers to employ- 
ment under the Government of a State. . 
’State’ of course in the context of the 
Artide can only refer to the States Le,* 
the territories mentioned as comprising 
the States in the First Schedule to the 
Constitution. The law to be made by 
Parliament In pursuance of Artide 16 (3J 
must, therefore, be in regard to employ- 
ment under Government of the State. 
The class or classes of employment or ap- 
pointment to an office under the Gov- 
ernment of a State must necessarily refer 
to class or classes of employment or ap- 
pointments to offices under the Govern- 
ment of the State anywhere within the 
territory of a State. The law cannot con- 
fine itself to posts within a particular 
area of a State. Similarly the require- 
ment as to residence within the State can 
only mean a reqxdrement as to residence 
anyvr'here within the State and not In a 
particular region of the State. If. classes 
of posts throughout the State are to be 
preserved for persons possessing certain 
residential qualification it would be un- 
reasonable to think that the Constitution 
makers contemplated preservation of sudi 
State-wide posts for residents of r^ons 
within the State. 

18. It is urged that State must include 
an area or a region of the State even -as 
a whole must include a part. Sri Jeevan 
Reddy invites my attention to the defi- 
nition of 'State’ in Artide 12 of the Con- 
stitution and to the power of Parliament 
under Artide 245 to rnafea laws fw» tne 
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■whole or any part of the territory of 
3iidia, Art 12 states; 

’'In this part, unless the context other- 
■wise requires, "the State” includes the 
Government and Parliament of India and 
the Government and the Legislature of 
each of the States and all local or other 
authorities -within the territory of India 
or under the control of the Government 
of India.” 

The Article itself contemplates that the 
word 'State’ may have different mean- 
ings in different contexts and it is clear 
in the context of Article 16 that there 
can only be one meaning that can be 
given to the word 'State' occurring in 
■^al Article. The power of Parliament 
under Art 245 to make laws for the 
whole or part of the territory of India 
has nothing to do -with the power under 
Article 16 (3). 

19. It is also urged that Article 16 (3) 
Ss intended to protect the residents of a 
backward State or a backward region 
■within a State. I have already referred 
■to -the debates of the Constituent Assemb- 
ly which clearly show that it was not 
meant to be such. A comparison of 
clause (31 of Art. 16 with clause (4) of 
Art 16 clearly shows that the 3rd clause 
of Art 16 was never meant to safeguard 
alleged interests of residents of backward 
Sta'tes or regions. If that was the object 
nothing would have been easier than to 
model clause (3) on the same lines as 
clause 4. The concept of a backward 
State or backward region and the idea 
that an exception should be made in 
regard to sudi areas in the matter of en- 
forcement of fundamental rights is whol- 
ly absent in the Constitution. Even if it 
was designed to protect interests of the 
residents of a backward State I am of 
•the -view that a fmi;her dissection of the 
State into regions is wholly imjustified 
by Article 16 (3). 

20. The learned Government Pleader 
urges that a geographical classification 
of a State into regions on the basis of 
historical considerations has been upheld 
by the Supreme Court in some cases. He 
therefore contends that the di-vision of 
the State of Andhra Pradesh into_ the 
Telangana and non-Telangana areas is an 
eminently reasonable classification in the 
context of the historical developments 
which led to the disinlergration of the 
erstwhile Hyderabad State and the forma- 
tion of the State of Andhra Pradesh in 
1956. But no question of any reasonable 
classification arises at alL Considerations 
of reasonable classification -n’hich may be 
relevant in deciding questions arising 
under Article 14 are entirely irrelevant 
in d(^ding questions arising under Arti- 
cle 16 (3). 

21. At this juncture. I may point out 
that at the time of reorganisation of 
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States in 1956. suitable textual amend- 
luente had to be made to various articles 
/ Constitution including Article 16 
(3) but it -was not thought fit to- amend 
the Constitution to pro-vide any safeguards 
m the matter of Public emplo-vment to 
pemons belonging to transferred terri- 
tories. The State Reorganisation Act also 
contains no such provisions. I am, there-i 
fore convinced that Article 16 (3) does not 
peiput ^ the di-vision, by parliamentary 
legislation, of a State into regions for the 
purpose of employment under the Gov- 
ernment of a State and the consequent 
mutilation of the unity of the State and 
the unity of the Nation, solemnly desired 
in the preamble to the Constitution. In 
my -view. Section 3 of the Public Employ- 
ment (Requirement as to Residence) Act 
is ultra vires the power given to Parlia- 
ment under Article 16 (3) of the Consti- 
tution and is opposed to the fundamental 
rights guaranteed by Article 16 (1) and 

(2) of the Constitution because Sec. 3 
prescribes as a condition of emplo-yment 
residence -within a region of the State, 
namely the Telangana Region. The rules 
made under Section 3 follow suit. I have 
taken into consideration the fact that the 
Act has remained unchallengeable for ten 
years, but I am afraid weight of years 
does no weight to the validity of an 
enactment encroaching upon fimdamen- 
tal rights. 

22. Sri Chowdary goes further and 
urges that any law made by Parliament 
in pursuance of Article 16 (3) must be a 
law applicable to all the States of the 
Union uniformly. He says that Parlia- 
ment cannot make a law xmder Art. 16 

(3) for one State and not make a law for 
other Slates or make different laws for 
different States prescribing different 
requirements as to residence prior to eih- 
plo-yment. According to him, under the 
Constitution there is but one common 
citizenship for aU persons entitled to be 
citizens, carrying -with it the same privi- 
leges and immunities. The extent and 
contents of the rights flowing from citi- 
zenship and residing in a citizen are the 
same. Any subtraction from the value 
of the common citizenship must be com- 
mon to all citizens. Therefore, all disabi- 
lities, like privileges and immunities, must 
be common to all citizens. Otherwise the 
value of the citizenship will vary from 
dtizen to citizen or from a class of citi- 
zens to class of citizens, leading to the 
establishment of different grades of citi- 
zens. This, Mr. Chowdary says -a-as 
pointed out by Dr. Ambedlrar in the 
speech already extracted by me where It 
is said: 

"It is the feeling of many persons in 
this House that, since wo have establk.h- 
ed a common citizenship throughout 
India, irrespective of the local jurisdic- 
tion of the provinces and the Indian 
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by Parliament as ther^ contemplated. 
Therefore when Article 15 (4) contem- 

plates that the State can m^e the spe- 
cial provision in question, it is clear that 
the said provision can be made by an 
executive order”. 

26. This passage appears to support 
the contention of Sri Chowdary. Sri Ven- 
katramanayya urges that the essential 
legislative fimctions have been delegated 
by Section 3 of the Public Employment 
(Requirement as to Residence) Act. The 
essential legidative function of Parlia- 
ment when making a law in pursuance of 
Art. 16 (3) of tlie Constitution in regard to 
a class or classes of employment or ap- 
pointment to an office and the Government 
of or any local or other authority within, 
a State is to 'prescribe* 'any requirement 


as to residence within that State prior to 
such employment or appointment*. By 
Section 3 of the Public Employment 
(Requirement as to Residence) Act the 
Parliament has empowered lie Central 
Government to make rules in regard to 
appointment to certain services imderthe 
Government of Andhra Pradesh to pres- 
cribe any requirement as to residence 
within the Telangana area prior to such 
appointment. Thus what the Constitu- 
tion empowers the Parliament to do is 
precisely — the identity of the language 
employed may be noted — ^what Parliament 
enables the Central Government to do. It 
appears to my mind to be dear case of 
delegation of an essential legislative func- 
tion. If Artide 16 (3) and Section 3 of 
the Act are placed in juxtaposition and 
read the position becomes very dear. 


Article 16 (3j 

Section 3 

Nothing in this article shall prevent 
Parliament from making any law; 

The Central Government may, by notification in the 
Official Gazette, make rule^ 

Prescribing, In regard to a class or, 
dasses of employment or appointment to 
an office under the Government of, or 
any local or other authority within, a 
State or Union Territory, ~ 

Prescribing in regard to appointment to— 

(a) any sulaordinate service post tmder the Stato 
Government of Andhra Pradesh, or (b) any subordinate 
service or post under the control of the Administrator of 
Himachal Pradesh, Manipur or Tripura or (c) any service 
or post under local authority (other than a cantonment 
board) within the Telengana area of Andhra Piadtsh or 
■within the Union Territory of Himachal Pradesh, 
Manipur or Tripura. 

any requirement as to residence. 

any requirement as to residenco. 

Within that State or Union territory. 

Within the Telengana area or the said Union Territory 
as the case may be, • 

Prior to such employment or appoint- 
menb 

Prior to such appointment. 


27. Reading Section 3 of the Public 
Emplo 3 Tnent Act in juxtaposition with 
Artide 16 (3) of the Constitution it is 
dear &at the legislative function of pres- 
cribing any requirement as to residence 
prior to employment has been delegated 
by Parliament to Central Government. It 
is Parliament and Parliament alone that 
can say that a person should be a ro- 
dent within a certain State for a period 
of one. two. five or ten years as the case 
may be prior to Ws seeking em- 
ployment under the Government of 
that State in regard to particular posts. 
That function cannot be delegated to any 
other authority since that would amount 
to an abdication of legislative power. I 
have no hesitation to hold that S. 3 of 
the Public Employment (Requirement as 
to Residence) Act is void, on this ground 
also. 


ing validity of the Act and the Rules, as 
also an argument urged by Sri Chowdary 
that his clients are in any case protected 
by the doctrine of equitable estoppd. I 
hold that Section 3 of the Public Employ- 
ment (Requirement as to Residence) Act 
and the rules made in pursuance of Sec- 
tion 3 are void and caimot be enforced. 
W. P. No. 2235 of 1968 is dismissed with- 
out costs and W. P- No. 3907 of 1968 and 
3962 of 1968 are allowed with costs. In 
W. P, Nos. 3907 and 3962 of 1968 there 
will be a declaration that Section 3 of the 
Public Employment (Requirement as to 
Residence) Act, 1957 as amended by the 
Act of 1964 and the Andhra Pradesh (Re- 
quirement as to Residence) rules are void 
and inoperative, and directions vnll 
Issue to the respondents not to give effect 
to the orders complainc-d of Advocate’s 
fee Es. 150/-. 


28. In the view that T have taken on Order accordinglj, 

the two prihdpal questions argued before _________ 

me I do not think it is necessary to cot- ^ ' 

Eider other points urged before me regard- 
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AEB 1970 ANDintA PRADESH 246 
(V 57 C 37) 

GOPAL RAO EKBOTE. J. 
Tadepalli Ram Rathnam. Appellant v- 
Kantheti Varadarajulu and others. Res- 
pondents. 

Second Appeal No. 597 of 1967, D/- 29- 
8-1969. from decree of Dist. J. Krishna 
at Machibpatnam. D/- 27-3-1967. 

(A) Civil P. C. (1908), Pre. — Interpre- 
tation of Statutes — Proviso — Effect o^ 
on enactment. 

The office of a proviso la. dther to 
except something from the enacting 
clause, or to Qualify or restr^n Its genera- 
lity or to exclude some possible ground 
of misinterpretation of it. as extending to 
cases not intended by the Legisltaure to 
be brought within its pundew. 

Statutory Construction fMc Caffrey 
fl953} para 55 page 115. para 91 page 
121). (Craies on Statute Law {6th Ed.) page 
217); 1947 Oi. 565 ReL on. 

(Paras 11. 12. 13) 

(B) Evidence Act (1872) Ss. 107. 108 — 
Presuinptiuns ahont conticaance of life 
and of death ^th presumptions are 
rebuttable — S. 108 U by way of proviso 
to S. 107 — Both sections cannot be ap- 
plied slmnltaneoasly to any one ease 

Section 107 deals with the presumption 
of continuance of Ufe and section 109 
deals with the presumption of death. Both 
the presumptions under sections 107 and 
108 come into play after a suit Is insti- 
tuted. These sections deal with the pro- 
cedure to be followed when In such a 
suit a question is raised before a court as 
to whether a person is alive or dead , 
In either case, the presumption is al- 
ways rebuttable. The presumption em- 
bodied in section 108 is bv way of a pro- 
viso to section 107. If the two sections 
are read together ft would be evident 
that it would be erroneous to seek to 
apply both sections 107 and 108 tooneand 
the same case end at the same tune. 

(Paras 8. 10, 14) 
(O Evidence Act (1872). S. 108— Pre- 
Bnmption under — How can be rebutted 
— No presumption as to exact time of 
death. AIR 1965 Mad. 440 & AIR 1967 
Orissa 70 & AIR 1968 Raj. 48 & AIR 1963 
Mys. 115 Held no longer good law : 1956 
Aadb WR 137, Doubted 
Section 108 relates to burden of proot 
The presumption of life under section 107 
can get rebutted because of the counter 
presumption available under section IOSl 
Before a presumption under section 108 
is raised it has to be found out by mak- 
ing an appropriate enquiry that the per- 
son has not been heard of for seven years 
by those who ought to have been heard 
of him. In that enquiry it Is permissible 
^/CN/Bl04/70/BDB/C 


to show that the allegailon that the per- 
eon has not been heard of for over seven 
years is not true and that there is evi- 
dence to show that he Is alive or has 
been heard of within that period If it is 
proved that the person h^ been heard 
of within seven years. It is obvious then 
that the presumption of death under sec- 
tion 108 cannot be raised 


The exact time of death Is howevernof 
a matter of presumption but is a matter 
of evidence and the onus of proving that 
(act Is not cast under section 108 but is 
cast under the general principles of bur- 
den of proot That death took place at 
any particular time whether juior to 
seven years before the suit was laid or 
within seven years prior to the said suit 
lies upon the person who claims a right 
to the establishment of which the exact 
date of death of the said person is essen- 
tiaL ^ere is no presumption that death 
took place at the close of seven years or 
earliest on the date of the institution of 
the suit. No provision of law warrants 
any such presumption. (1870) 5 Ch. A 
139; & AIR 1B26 P. CO Explained (1833- 
37) S B & Ad 86 ReL on: 1956 Andh WR 
137 Doubted. AIR 1965 Mad 440 & AIR 
1967 Orissa 70 & AIR 1968 Raj. 48 & 
AIR 1963 Mvs. 115. Held not correctly 
understood (1870) 5 Ch. A. 139. AIR 1957 
Andh. Pra. 380 & AIR 1963 Mad 385 £e 
AIR 1960 Mad 4S0. ReL om Head note (a 
(1870) 5 Ch. A. 139; Criticised 

(Paras 18. 19. 88. 43. 44) 


(D) Civil P. C. (1908). Pre. — Prece- 

dents — Cooflicting decisions of Benches 
in one High Court — Subsequent Bench 
can choose between them to support the 
view it takes. (1068) 3 All ER 389 (393) 
ReL on. I95G Andb WR 137 & AIR 1957 
Andiu Pra. 380 & AIR 1964 Andh Fra 
326, Ref. (Para 42) 

(E) Evidence Act 0872). S. 8 — Pre- 

siimptJoD of death — not heard of 
sisee 39SS — e/starhte; Ar 

TCs estate as his daughter— Claim bas^ 
on under Hindu Succession Act (1956)^ 
Plaiuciff must prove that K died ^tertbe 
Hindu Succession Act came Into force. 

(Para 45) 

Cas^ Referred: Chronological Paras 

(1968) AIR 1968 Raj 48 (V 55) — 

1967 Raj LW 515, Narbada v. 

Ram Dayal 

(1968) 1968-3 AH ER 389 " 1968-2 
QB 923. W & JB Eastwood Ltd 
V. Heirod 

(1968) 1968 RA 281. Geary v. Lee 
(1967) AIR 1967 Orissa 70 (V 54)- 
ILR (1966) Cut 844. Parikhit 
Mudult V. Champa Del 
0965) AIR 1965 Mad 440 (V 52) = 

ILR (1966) 1 Mad 530. H. J. 

Bhagat v. Life Insurance Corpora- 
tiem of India 5. 43 


43 


42 

42 


5. 43 
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38 


44 

43 
42 

44 


42 

13 

42 


1970 

(1965) 78 Mad LW 624. Subtiramu 
Filial V. Eamayi Aminal 
/1964) AIR 1964 Andh Fra 326 
(V 51) = (1963) 1 Andh LT 389, 
"Venkata Subba Eao v. G. Subba 

Eao 

(1963) AIR 1963 Mad 385 (V 50) = 

(1964) 1 Mad LJ 246. Narayana 
Filial V. Velayuthan FiUai 
(1963) AIR 1963 Mys 115 (V 50), 
Shankareppa v. Shivarudrappa 
(1962) 1962-3 AU ER 230 = 1962-1 
"WLR 1165. Gilmore v. Baker-cair 
(1960) AIR I960 Mad 430 (V 47), 
Gnanamuthu v. Anthoni 
(1957) AIR 1957 Andh P^a 380 
(V 44) = (1957) 1 Andh WR 55. 
Venkateswarlu v. Bapa^^a 
(1956) 1956 Andh "WR 137 — 1956 
Andh LT 577, Eamanna v.^A^^ ^ 

(195^1952-2 A11ER344=(195'2) 2 

QB 817, Thompson v. Milk Market- 

(1^7) 1947 Ch 565 = 1947-2. All 
ER 182. In re, Tab^ky 
(1944) 1944-2 All ER 293 -- 19^ 

KB 718, Young v. Bristol Aero- 

(iglei'^Affi 1926 FC 9 (V ^)=53 
<'ffi’App24.LalCh,ndv.RamPUr3 

(187^0) 5 Ch A 13^ 39 ^ *^20 ^21 32 
In re. Phene's Trusts 20.^ 2h 

(1869)-1873 AH ER 514 22 

(1869) 1 CC 196 = 38 U MC 86, 

(1?67^ 4‘EQ^rin re. Benham’s 

(18^^^ EQ 288 = 35 LJ Ch 252, 

^ In re. Green’s Setto^t 
(1860) 8 HCC 183 = 11 ER 397, wmg 

(1854f4^DM & G 6^3^24 LJ Ch 

(ill?) S?™894=1 ^“eR1021. 

(iSin AVr540 = in 209. 

^ Bex V Inhabitants ot Harbor^ 

(1833-37) 5 B & Ad 86 ^ ^ ^ 26 29 

^ KB 150. Doe v. Nepean 26, 29 

N. Rajeswara Rao. for Appellant; . , • 
Sastri, for Respondent No. 2. 

JUDGMENT: This appeal raises yhort 

but important, question and ^ 

‘V— Sven^'o^^h. 

March. 1967. 

2 The short facts relevant for -ae 
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29 
29 
29 

26 
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acquired property. Venkatakrishnaiah was 
seen for the last time in the last week 
of December. 1955. From then he was 
not heard of by those who ought to know 
about him. The plaintiff claimed l/9th 
share in the plaint schedule property on 
the ground that Venkatakrishnaiah would 
be presumed to have died either at the 
end of seven years from the date when 
he was last seen as he was not heard of 
for over seven years since then or in any 
case on the date of the suit, and conse- 
quently she is entitled to that share under 
the Hindu Succession Act (XXX of 1956). 

3. The suit was resisted by the defen- 
dants on the ground that no such pre- 
sumption can be made and that the plain- 
tiff is not entitled to any share in the 
property. 

4. Both the Courts below have foimd 
that the plaintiff has not proved that 
Venkatakrishnaiah died after the com- 
mencement of the Act and as a result 
dismissed the suit It is against this con- 
current opinion of the two Courts below 
that the appeM is preferred. 

5. The principal contention of SriL N, 
Rajeswara Rao the learned Advocate for 
the appellant is that when it is admitted 
that K Venkata Krishnaiah was alive till 
the end of December 1955. he must be 
presumed to be living at least for a rea- 
sonable period and the burden of prov- 
ing that he died within seven years after 
he was last heard of lies on the party 
who alleges that he so died within the 
period of the said seven years. He con- 
tended that tmder Sections 107 and 108 
of the Indian Evidence Act, it must be 
presumed that, K, Venkata Krishnaiah WM 
alive till the question of his life or death 
was raised after the expiry of seven 
years from the date on which he was last 
heard oL Since the " burden was not 
discharged by the respondents to prove 
as to on what date within 7 years the 
deceased died it must be presumed that 
either K. Venlcata Krishnaiah died at the 
end of seven years from the date whm 
he was last heard of i.e. December 1962 
or in any case on the date when the pre- 
sent suit -was laid in 1966. In either case 
it is argued that the plaintiff, who is one 
of the daughters of Venkata Knshnmah 
is entitled to a share in his self-acquirM 
property under the Hindu Succession Act 
Reliance is placed in support of this con- 
tenUon on the foUowing decisions: Kama- 
luia V. Appaw'a. 1^6 Andli \\R 13i. K 
J Bhagat v. L. L Corporation AIR WGa 
Mad 440, ParikhitMuduliv Champa D^ 
ATR 1967 Orissa 70. and L»al Chand v. 
R^pur Gir. AIR 1926 PC 9. 

C In order to appreciate the implica- 
■Hnris of this argument it i.s necessary to 
S to sections 107 and 103 of the Indian 
Evidence Act. 

"Section 107; 
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When the question Is whether a man Is 
^ve or dead and It is shown that he was 
alive tm tHn thirty years the burden ol 
proving that he is dead is on the person 
who afiii^ it. 

Section 108: 

Provided that when the question la whe- 
ther a man is alzve or dead, and it Is pro- 
ved that he has not been heard of for 
seven years by those who would natural- 
ly ^ve heard of him it he had been 
^ve burden of proving that he is 
alive is shifted to the person who affirms 
it.” 

7. These two sections and section 109 
ere found^ on the presumption that 
things once proved to have existed in a 
particular state are to be understood as 
continuing in that state until a contrary 
is established by evidence, either direct 
or drcumstantial. 

8. Section 107 deals with the presum- 
ption of continuance of life and S. 108 
deals with the presumption of death. Both 
the presumptions under sections 107 and 
103 come into play after a suit Is insti- 
tuted. These sections deal with the pro- 
cedure to be followed when In such a 
suit a question Is raised before a court 
as to whether a person fa alive or dead. 
Section 107 enjoins that when a person’s 
existence is in question, and If he is 
shown to have been living at a given 
time within thirty years end there Is 
nothing to suggest the probability of his 
death, the cont^uance of life will be pre- 
sumed and the person who asserts the 
contrary has the burden to prove lb 

9. In view of the presumption of con- 
tinuance of life embodied in Se^on 107 
It was thought necessary to provide for 
a coimter presumption where a person’s 
death would seem more likely from the 
nature and drcumstances of the case than 
the continuance of life. Section 108 
therefore provides that where a person 
is continu^y absent from home for a 
period of seven years unheard of by per- 
sons, if any. who would have naturally 
received int^gence from him, he Is pre- 
sumed to be dead and the burden of pro- 
vipg that he is alive is shifted to the per- 
son who affirms that be Is not dead. 

10. In either case, it would be evident 
that the presumption is always rel^ta- 
ble. It is not an absolute presumption. 
The presumption embodied in S. 108 Is 
by way of a proviso to section 107. 

11. And the office of a proviso is well 
known. To quote from Statutory Con- 
Btruction by Francis J. Me Caffrey (1953) 
para 56, page 115, the office of a proviso 
is "either to except something from the 
enacting dause. or to ^qualify or restrain 
its generality or to exclude some po^ble 
groimd of misinterpretation of It as ex- 
tending to cases not Intended by the 
legislature to be brought within its mix- 
view.” 


12. In para 91 (page 121) (d the sams 
book, it is stated: 

’’A proviso is a clause added io an 
enactment for the ptirpose of acting as a 
restraint upon or as a qualification of 
the generality of the language which it 
follows.” 

Craies on Statute Law (6th Edition), 
observes at page 217 as follows: 

"The effect of an excepting or qualify- 
ing proviso according to the ordinary 
rules of construc^on. Is to except out of 
the preceding portion of the enactment 
or to qualify something enacted therein 
which but for the proviso would be 
witiun it; and sui± a proviso cannot be 
construed as enlarging the scope of en 
enactment when it can be fairly and pro- 
perly construed witoout attributing to it 
that eileeb" 


13. And it Is wdl established that a 

E oviso should not be interpreted so as to 
re greater effect than strict construc- 
tion of the proviso renders necessary. See 
Be. Tabrisky, 1947 Ch. 565 (C A.) 

14. If the two sections are read to- 

§ ether It would be evident that it would 
6 erroneous to seek to apply both sec- 
ttons 107 and 108 to one and the same 
case and at the same time because a per- 
son cannot at the same time both be ^ve 
and dead. The coiirt therefore ahould 
not attempt to apply to a given case both 
the presumptions relating to the continu- 
ance of life and the counter presumption 
relating to death. It must always be 
borne in mind that section 108 al t houg h 
separately enacted comes only aa a pro- 
vIm tc section 107. 

15. To a case where the proviso te., 
eectiOD 108 is ottracted the enac^g sec- 
tion viz., section 107 can hare no applica- 
tion, The function of the proviso Is 
obviously ignored while advandng the 
argument as stated above by the learned 
Advocate for the appellanb ^e fallacy 
Inthe method ofsuch Interpretationls not 
lar to seek. It sins again^ the fundamen- 
tal rule of construction that a proviso 
must be considered with relation to the 
principal matter to which It stands as a 
provisos Tbs argument treats It as if It 
were aa Independent enacting clause 
Instead of being dependent on the 
enactmenb It would therefore not be 

f iroper to read into these two sections any 
dea which is not to be found therein 
end which would alter its operative 
efieeb because of provisions found in seo- 
tlon 103. If that provision is applicable, 
then It Is obvious that section 107 will 
have no application. 

16. It Is true that section 107 presumes 
that a person shown' to be alive at a 
^ven time which is within 30 years is 
presumed to be alive tmtil the contrary 
be shown, for which reason the onus of 
showing the death of K* yenkatakrisb- 



|970 T. R. Rat bnam y, K, tVaradaraJuIu (Ekbofe J.J [Prs, 16-231 
under section 107 onginany lay in of death under section 108 

Shis rnCA nn +Viq T-f- tr, j . CCV.U.UX1 J.UO 


A. P. 249 


ihis case on the defendants. It is how- 
ever, a common ground and the defendants 
have ^o shown the death of K. Ven- 
katakrishnaiah by proving his absence for 
over seven years and his not having been 
heard of for seven years by those who 
naturally would have heard of him; 
whence arises at the end of those seven 
years another presumption of law under 
se^on 108 replacing the earlier presiun- 
ption under section 107 viz., that Ven- 
katakrishnaiah is not then alive. There- 
fore, the argument that K. Venkatakri- 
shnaiah should be presumed to be alive 


108 cannot be 
B ^ situation the pre- 
sunytion of Me under section 107, since 
ue nas been shown to be alive within 30 
^ars toU continue to hold the field, 
xnere ^ however, no warrant for any 
contention that imder section 108 not only 
a person who has not been heard of for 
presumed to have 
died but further that he shaU be presum- 
- to have died on the date of file suit 
m which the question of his Me or death 
nas arisen. Any such contention would 
ineaii that the proviso is bein^ interpret- 
ed So as to giye it a greater effect than 


under Section 107 for any l^gth of time grict con^Ttion of C ™ 

M the presence of the coimter presump- tion 108 renders necessary This is not 
^ ^ot be correct and pe^ssible. The exact time of death is 

ought to be rejected men ^e question not a matter of presumption but is a mat- 
of Me or deaM of K. Venkataknshnaiah ter of evidence and the onus of proving 
has arisen m this smt and it is a coimipn that fact is not cast under section 108 but 
case that he has not been hemd of by is cast under the general principles of bur- 
&ose who ouRht to have l^ard of him for den of proof That death took place at any 
over seven years from December 1955 particular time whether prior, to seven 
K Venkatakrishnaiah must be presumed years before the suit was laid or within 
to be dead. years prior to the said suit Uesupon 

17. A dose reading of secHon 108 can person who daims a right to the esta- 
leave no one in doubt that death is to be- blidunent_ of which the exact date of death 
presumed after a certain interval, that is ®f fu® said person is essential There is 
seven years, but there is no presumption ^ Presumption that death took place at 
as to the time of the person’s death. The dose of sevp yeps or earliest on 
actual time of death on the basis ofwliieh °f f“® institution of the suit. Noj 

‘ any right is daimed by the plaintiff has Proviaon of law warrants any such pre-i 
to be proved by him like any other fact sujription, 

by admissible evidence, direct or dreum- 20. The view that the death in such a 


etantiaL 

18. Now the question is whether there 
is any warrant either on the language of 
section 108 or on the authority of the 
dedded cases thereunder for tiie view 
that if the exact date of death is not pro- 
ved the earliest date on which the death 
could be presumed is the date on which 
the suit was filed. A plain reading of 
section 108 in my view does not warrant 
any such contention. Section 108 relates 
to burden of prooL It must tp remembered 
that the .presumption of Me under sec- 
tion 107 can get rebutted because of the 
counter presumption available under sec- 
tion 108, and if the counter presumption 
holds the fidd, there is no place for the 
presumption of life under section 107 
because that stands replaced, 

19. It is true that before a presump- 
tion under section 108 is raised, it has to 
be found out by making an appropriate 
enquiry that the person has not been 
heard of for seven years by those who 
ought to have been heard of him. In that 
enquiry it is permissible to show that the 
allegation that the person has not been 
heard of for over seven years is not true 
and that there Is evidence to diow that 
he is alive or has been heard of within 
that period. If it is proved that the per- 
son has been heard of within seven years, 
It is obvious then that the presumption 


case should be presumed to have occurred 
on the date of the suit is, if I may say 
so with respect, based on a total mis- 
understanding of In re Phene’s Trusts, 
(1870) 5 Ch. A, 139 and AIR 1926 P.C. 9. 

21. In re Phene’s Trusts (1870) 5 Ch. 
A. 159 the facts were that one Nicholas 
Phene Mill was not heard of since June 
1860. Francis Phene, his uncle, executed 
a will and subsequently died on 5th 
January, 1861. Under the -will the testa- 
tor bequeathed his residuary estate to 
his nephews and nieces in equal shares. 

22. The share to which Nicholas Phene 
Mill would, if living at the testator’s 
death, have been entitled was deposited 
in the Court because of uncertainty as to 
whether Nicholas Phene Mill had surviv- 
ed the testator. His brothers, after 
obtaining letters of administration to the 
estate of Nicholas Phene Mill on 24th 
April, 1869 presented a petition for pay- 
ment of the fund deposited in the Court 
to him. 

23. The points which were establish- 
ed in the case were that Nicholas Plicne 
Mill was bom in 1829, that he left his 
parents’ home on the 19 th Augu.st. 1853 
end went to America, that he frequently 
wrote thence to his family, that he %'.Tote 
to his mother a letter dated 15th August 
1858, but he never wrote again nor did 
any of his family afterwards hear any- 
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thing of him except a communication 
from the American Officials that he had 
deserted on the 16th June. 1860 while on 
leave from New York to join the Phila- 
delphia station and had not since been 
beard of. 

24. "Vice Chancellor James, before 
whom the application for payment of the 
fund in deposit was made ordered pay- 
ment to the petitioner. The nephews end 
nieces, who had sundved the testator, 
presented the appeal 

25. Sri G. J.L Giffard. L. J. observed 
that the Vice-Chancellor ordered the peti- 
tion in deference to the authority of 
three cases which were decided by Vice- 
Chancellor Kindersley and a fourth by 
the Vice-Ciian«llor bfalins although Vice- 
Chancellor James was not inclined to 
agree with the otnnion expressed in those 
cases. But he thought that they were 
binding upon him. Next, the learned Lord 
considered the aforesaid four cases. While 
noting the fact that in In Re Benham’s 
Trusts (1367) 4 Eq. 416 at p. 419 the 
decisicm of the Vice-Chancellor Matins 
was diachaiged fay the appellate Court 
said that the three cases decided by Vice- 
Chancellor Kindersley laid down the three 
propositions which the learned Lord 
referred to at page 144 of the Judgment 
The learned Lord then observed that 
Vice-Chancellor htalins went a stepahead 
of the said propositions in bolding that 
"U you cannot presume death at any par- 
ticular period during the seven years, 
then at the end or expiration of the 
aeven years you must presume for the 
first time that the person was dead, and 
you must also presume that within that 
time be is alive.” 

26. Conridering then some more au- 
thorities of tbe Eauity Courts, the learn- 
ed Lord referred to the leading case of 
Doe V. Nephean. (1833-37) 5 B.fitAd.86. 
The Exchequer Chamber adopted the 
doctrine of Che Court of the Queens Bench 
in these terms via.. 

''We adopt the doctrine of the Court of 
Queen’s Bench, that the presumption of 
law relates only to the fact of death, and 
that the time of death whenever it is 
material must be a subject of distinct 
prooL” (1837) 2 U & W 894 (914). 

27. The learned Lord on the conside- 
ration of these cases reached the conclu- 
sion that the view expressed by the Vice- 
Chancellor Malins went b^ond what 
was laid dov-Ti by the Vice-Chanc^or 
Kindersley. After examining the two 
judgments referred to therein and con- 
sidering the argument at the Bar the 
learned I.ord approved^of the doctrine 
laid down by Vice-Chancellor Kindersley 
which was as follows. \ 

Where a person \goes abroad, 
ana is not heard of for Kw >p years, tbe 
law presumes the fact that^uch person 
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I 3 dead, but not that he died at the be^n« 
ning or the end of any partioilar period 
dunng those seven years: that if it be 
important to any one to establish the pre- 
cise time of such person’s death he must 
do $0 by evidence of some sort to be laid 
before the jury for that purpose beyond 
tte mere lapse of seven years rince sudt . 
person was last beard ol” 

28. The learned Lord observed: ' 

•‘After fully considering the argument 

at the Bar. we are all of opinion that the 
doctrine so laid down Is correct." 

29. The learned Lord concluded from 
the examination of Vice-Chancellor Kin- 
dersley’s decisions as well as the decision 
of Vice-Qiancellor Maliiis that these 
Judgments go to prove that there is no 
and ought not to be any presumption of 
law that the person must be presumed to 
have died at the end of seven years. In 
conclusion the learned Lord observed at 
page 151: 

"It is a general wdl-founded rule that 
a person seeldrg to recover property 
must establish his title by affirmative 
prooL This was one of the grounds of 
decision in (1833-37) 5 B & Ad. 66 and 
to asset! as an exception to the rule that 
the onus of proving death at any parti- 
cular period either within the seven 
years or otherwise should be with the 
party alleging death at such partiailA'? _ 
period and not with the person to whosa 
title that fact is essential is not consisteat 
with the judgment of the present Lord 
Chancellor, when Vice-Qiancellor in In 
Re Green's Settlement. (1865) 1 Bq-288 
or with the dictum of I<ord Justice Bolt 
when he said in In Re Benham’s Trusts, 
(1867) 4 Eq. 416 that the question was 
one not of presumption, but of proof: of 
with the real substance of the actual ded- 
dons or the sound parts of the reasoning, 
in (1833-37) 5 B & Ad. 86 or with the 
judgments in Rex v. Inhabitants of Har- 
boroe. (1835) 2A & E 540 and Beg v. 
Lumley. (1869) I CC 196 or with the 
principles to be deduced from the judg- 
ment in Underwood v. Wing. (1854) 4D. 
M. & G. 633: (I860) 8 H.L.a 183. Tbe 
true proposition is that those who found 
a right upon a person having survived a 
particular period must establi^ that fact 
affirmatively by evidence; the ' evidence 
will necessarily differ in different cases, 
but sufficient evidence there must be of 
the person asserting title vrill fail.” 

30. Applying the principles laid down 
in that case to the facts of that case the • 
learned Lord held at page 152: 

"This case happens to be one of an al- 
leged member of a class of legatees. Sur- 
vivorship of a testator is requisite to 
clothe a person with the character of a 
member of that class. This is a tadt 
condition annexed by law to the gift, and 
it follows that the representatives of a 
person alleged to be a member of the class 
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must prove as against the othCT mem- 
bers of the class who prove their survi- 
vorship. that he survived the testator, 
otherwise he was not a legatee at alL 
For tliese reasons, and upon a review of 
the authorities, and the judmnents on 
which they rest. I am of opinion that 
there is no presumption of law as to the 
particular period at which Nicholas Phene 
Min died, that it is a matter of fact to 
be proved by evidence and that the onus 
of proof rests on his representative”. 

31. As the burden of proof was found 
to have been resting on the represmta- 
tive and as it was not properly discharg- 


ed it was held: 

'It is enough, however, for me to state 
that in my opinion the burden of proof 
is on the representative of Nichole 
phene Min and that Nicholas Phene Mill s 
representative has not proved affirma- 
tively that Nicholas Phene MUl survived 
the testator a proof which I consider 
essential to his title. ^ 

The order must be discharged. 

32. It is pertient to note that the n^d 

note given by the Editor to this 3udg- 
ment in In Re Phene’s Trusts, (1870) 5 
On A. 139 reads as follows; , , . 

"If a person has not been heard of for 
seven years, there is a presunmtion_ of 
law that he is dead; but at what tirade 
within that period he died is not a naat- 
ier of presumption but of ewdence and 
the onus of proving that deatii took place 
at any particular time within the seven 
years ties upon the person who cla^ a 
right to the establishment of which that 

fact is essentiaL” , 

33, It is immediately seen that omya 
portion of the headnote appears to have 
E quoted in AIR 1926 PC 9 and ^ 
though the learned Lord refers to 
words as "taken ongmdly 

Phene’s Trusts” I could n^ find those 
in the body of the judgmmt 
Sorted in (1870) 5 ^ A. 139 md also 
as^e^rted in 1869-1873 AU England Law 
Reporte 514. The learned Advocat^ a^ 
pearing for the parties alM could not 
Mint out to me these which ^e 

^vy Council had quoted from any part 
of the judgment in Re Phene s Tru^. 
The Quotation therefore seems to have 
bSli taken from the EdiW note w^ch l 
have extracted, above. TJe ^^^d note m 
turn seems to have been drafted, if I may 
say so with due respect to the Editon 
without regard to what was really ^nd 
S toe learned Lord in toe judgmmt The 
Si^s first "irithin that penod and 
^ond "within the seven ’^are do not 
reflect the judgment correctly, lodg- 
ment on the other hand.categoncallv lays 
^own that "there is no prcpimption of 
to the oorttalar p^nod ot totad. 

SlMbJ“ho Sn tot,thoco„- 
Oict orSe to my vi™ becnuse rf ctrtrocl- 


ing a portion of the head-note of the 
judgment in In Re Phene’s Trusts which 
head note does not reflect the judgment 
truly. It is true that it is only an Edi- 
tor’s note relating to the facts of that 
case. But since the Privy Council referr- 
ed to it as if it was a part of the original 
judgment the jud^ents which followed 
thereafter and which took the contrary 
view have been basing their conclusions 
mostly on the quotation given by the 
Privy Council without of course keeping 
in view either the judgment in In Re 
Phene’s Trusts (1870) 5 Ch A 139 or even 
the judgment of the Privy Council itseK. 
It has already been seen very clearly that 
the judgment in In Re Phene’s Trusts, 
(1870) 5 Ch. A. 139 in fact emphatically 
negatives such a contention. 

35. It would be erroneous to say that 
the Privy Coimcil in AIR 1926 PC 9 took 
the view that there is a presumption that 
the person died on the date of toe suit 
apart from toe presumption of his death 
under section 108. Any such contention 
would almost amount to fly in toe face 
of not only toe conclusion of that case 
but a categorical observation made by 
the Privy CoundL The following is toe 
observation: 


"But toe law really is that on the facts 
now assumed there is no pr^umption as 
to Bhawan Gir being dead either in 1902 
or 1904. There is only one presumption 
and that is that when these suits were 
Instituted in 1916 Bhawan Gir was no lon- 
ger alive. There is no presumption at all 
as to when he died. That, liice any other 
fact, is a matter of proof. And Their Lord- 
ships would here observe that it strikes 
them as not a little remarkable that toe 
theory on this point on which toe plain- 
tiffs pleader hazards his whole case is 
still so widely held, although it has so 
often been shown to be mistaken.” 

36. It is pertinent in this connection 
to note that toe mistaken view which is 
persistently held had been characterised 
as a "persistent heresy by toe Privy 
CoundL In searching for an explanation 
of this very persistent heresy their Lord- 
ships found it in toe words which their 
Lordships quoted from toe head note given 
by toe Editor to (1870) 5 Ch A 139 as 
tracted above After quoting those words 
their Lordships have observed; 

"Following these words, it is constantly 
assumed not perhaps unnaturally that 
where toe period of disappearance exccep 
seven years, death which may not be 
presumed at any time during toe period 
of seven years may be presumed to have 
takW place at its close. Tins, of course, 
is not *^0 The presumption is the same if 
toe period exceeds seven years, ^le pen^ 
is one and continuous though it may be 
Svisiblc into three or even four periods 
of seven years. _ Probably toe true rule 
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would be less liable to be missed and 
would itself be stated more accurately il 
Instead of speakinR of a person who had 
not been heard of for eeven years it des- 
crUjed the period of disappearance as one 
of not less than seven years.” 

3T. It is really unfortunate that la 
spite of this very dear decision of the 
Privy Council firmly negativing this per- 
sistent wrong view and dearly holding 
that &ere is no presumption at aU as to 
when be died ^t like any other fact is 
a matter of proof, there is xio justifica- 
tion whatsoever to base any such errone 
ous view on the said dedrion of the Privy 
Coundi and argue that at the end of seven 
years during which a person was not heard 
of a presumption of his death arises and 
there arises another presumption that 
such a person died either at the end of 
the add period of seven years or latest 
on the date when the suit was instituted 
In which suit the tjuestion of his life or 
death had arisen. The presumption In 
such a case is about the death and no 
more, A party who wants to fotmd Us 
case on the death of such a person at a 
particular time which gives him a certain 
right must prove the exact date on whldi 
the person died In order to entitle him to 
any such right The mere fact that it Is 
very inconv^ent or difficult to prove the 
exact date on which the person died when 
he was not heard of lor seven years does 
not diet the position In law. It Is for 
such a person to prove that fact and If he 
tntiq to prove that fact be must be pre^ 
pared to receive the conseauences of such' 
failure to prove. It will thus be very 
dear that the conflicting view wMch Is 
still being taken by some of the courts 
has no bads whatsoever found either In 
the dedsion In In re Phene's Trusts; 
(1870) 5 Ch A 139 or In the dedrion of 
the Irivy CoundL In fact these two ded- 
sions emphatically negative any such view; 

33. I am fully fortified in my view by 
the following two deddons of thb court) 
Venkateswariu V. Bapayya, AIR 1957 
Andh Pra 380 and Venkata Suhharao v. 
G. Subba Bao. friE 1964 Andh Fra 326. 

39. It Is true that 1956 Andh WR 137 
In spite of first laying down the law relat- 
ing to presumption of death correctly 
nevertheless held: "If the exact date trf 
dea^ is not proved the earliest date on 
which death be presumed under Sec- 
tion 108 of the Evidence Act Is the date 
on which the suit was filed". This obser- 
vation is made as il it is supported by the 
above said deddon of the Privy Coimdl 
which I have already pointed out is not 
Correct but on the other hand Is patently 
inconsistent with it and also does not Imd 
any support for such a presumption. 

40. 1956 Andh 'WR 137 Is explained In 
the later deddon of AIR 1957 Andh Pra 
380 la the follovring way) 


. .Varadaralulu (Ekbofe J.J A. LB. 

'*Wbat the learned Judges apparently 
meant in 1956 Andh 'WR 137 Is only that 
the presumption can be that a man is not 
alive by the date of the suit.” 

4L This explanation is characterised 
in the arguments as unsatisfactory end 
not In accordance with the judgment It- 
selt It would have been of course bet- 
ter to have that decision declared as bad 
to that extent by referring the case to a 
Full Bench. Nevertheless the fact re- 
mains that the earlier dedsion has been 
explained in the later case, ^ere Is also 
a subsequent decidon wherein the view 
taken inthelater decision Is reiterated Al- 
though no reference is made to the second 
case but it is dear that in effect it was 
fallowed. 

42. Even II It Is assumed that 1956 
Andh 'WR 137 still stands good as a pre- 
cedent because of the unsatisftory ' way 
In which it is sought to be explained in 
the later case, even then the podtion 
would be that while 1956 Andh WR 137 
takes one view about the presumption of 
the exact date of death of a person, two 
eubsequent decisions which also are Bench 
Decisions take a contrary view holding 
that there Is no such presumption avail- 
able Under Section 108. Even then I am 
at liberty to choose between the said two 
Conflicting views and I am more incline' \ 1 
to follow respectfully the two subsequd \( 
decisions which, in my view take the cor- r 
xect view. That I am entitle to so ' 
choose betwees the two conXlictiog riews 
expressed bv two competent Benches of 
this Court finds sufQdent support from 
Wbat is said m W. & J. R Eastwood Ltd. 

V. Herrod (1968) 3 AU ER 389 at p. 391 
Lord Denning. B, In a somew^t sbnP 
lar situation said: 

"Are we at liberty however, to depart 
from the test of Thompson v. Milk Mar* 
keting Board, (1952)2 Ali ER 344? I thick 
that we are; and for this reason there are 
several other cases in this court which 
are In conflict with It." 

"Seeing then that there are conflicting 
tests laid down In this court we are at 
liberty to choose beween them. That is 
clearly stated In Young v, Bristol Aerop- 
lane Co. Ltd. (1944) 2 AU ER 293. It Is 
true that in Gilmore v.Bakercarr, (1962) 

3 AH ER 230 and Geary v. Lee, (1968) 
RA 281 we did not realise that we were 
laying down anything in conflict with 
0952) 2 AU ER m So we distinguished 
it. Now we can take the next step and 
say that the tert in Thompson’s case, 
(1952) 2 AU ER 344 Is not merely dlstfn- 
guLhable from the other cases hut Id 
conflict with them and hence we can de- 
part from it. The cynic can comment on 
this process il he likes. It is a way round 
the stilct doctrine of prec^ent; birt I X’re- 
ler It to the endless of distinguishing 
the indistinguiahable and reconciling the 
frrecondlablfc That fs the way we have 
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bad to do it in the past and in so doing we 
have made confusion worse confovmded. 
It is better to make a dean cut and to 
depart from prior precedent if we are 
satisfied that it is wrong. Has it not been 
said recently by high authority that *100 
rigid adherence to precedent may lead to 
injustice in a partictilar case and also undu- 
ly restrict the proper devdppment of the 

43. From the above said dkcussion it 
would be clear that the decisions relied 
upon by the learned Advocate for the ai> 
pellant su^ as AIR 1965 Mad 440, AIR 
1967 Orissa 70, Narbada v. Ram Dayah 
AIR 1968 Raj 48 and Shankareppa v. 
Shivarudrappa, AIR 1963 Mys 115 cannot 
be considered as good law. 

44. The view which I have taken is 
not only supported by the two Bench de- 
risions of this court to which reference 
has already been made but also ^pport- 
ed by the foUowing decisions Subur^u 
pmaiv. Bamayi Ammal, (1965) ^Mad LW 

fi24* Naravans Pillai v* Valayutlian Pillai* 
1964-1 = (MB 19,63 Mad 385) 

and Gnanamuthu y. Anthqni, AIR 1960 
Mad 430, 

45. What must follow from what is 
^ated above is that it vms the pl^- 
fef to prove that Venkataknslmaiah <hed 
after the Act came into force because h^. 
right depended upon the provisions of the 
Hindu Succession Act It is conceded by 
the learned Advocate for the Appella^ 
that if no presumption is npde in favoiff, 
of the appellant that Venkatakr^ai^ 
died on the date of the smt and toat the 
S to prove as to whether Venkat^- 
shnaiah died after the Art came into 
force is on the plaintiff then smce the 
appellant has not adduced 

Xich can be said to prove^at 
laishanaih died after the Bbndu Suc(^ 
Sion Art came into force, the plamWf-a^ 
peUant must fa^ I wth toe 

concession which was fairly made- p^t 
is toe view which the ^ 

and I do not find any vahd reason to 

take a different view, 

4G. The Second Appeal therefore must 
fan and is dismissed with^^o^ 
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Todupunoori Dubbiah, Appdl^f v. 
rodupunoori Lamniah and others, Respon- 
dents. 

Second Appeal No. 569 1^67 D/-l^ 

7-1969. from decree of D^ J. Medak at 
Sangareddy, in Appeal Suit No. 1 of 10^ 
(A) Registration Act (1908), S, 17 (-)> 
CL (vi) Compromise comprising pro- 
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perties in suit as well as properties outs 
side the suit ^ — It requires registration 
only to the extent of property which is 
outside the subject-matter of the suit, 
AIR 1945 Bom 143 and AIR 1931 All 745, 
Rel. on. (Para 11) 

(B) Tenancy Laws — A. P. (Telangana 
Area) Tenancy and Agricuhiral Lands Act 
(21 of 1950), S. 47 (1) — Settlement of suit 
by way of compromise — When amounts 
to Transfer* under S. 47(1). 

When one party has no title whatsoever 
io the property, and yet the party in 
whom toe title for the tone being lawful- 
ly vests agrees to toe transfer of such title 
to toe other party, such a transaction 
would operate as a transfer of property 
within toe meaning of S. 47(1) of the Ten- 
ancy Act regardless altogether of toe fart 
that toe transfer is made dming toe pen- 
dency of toe suit or parties have compro- 
mised or there was a settlement of toe 
suit No effect therefore can be given to 
such a compromise decree, toe effect of 
which is to transfer agricultural lands with' 
out obtaining toe permission of toe con- 
cerned authority. AIR 1947 Lah 175, ReL 
on, (Paras 17, 19) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1947) AIR 1947 Lah 175 (V 34) 

226 Ind Cas 434, Chanan Singh v. 
"Waiyam Singh 18 

£1945) AIR 1945 Bom 143 (V 32) =' 

46 Bom LB 931, Supdu Laxmanshet 
V. Soniram Ragho II 

£1931) AIR 1931 AU 745 CV 18) = 

1931 AU LJ 835, Bishunato Rai v. 
Sarju Rai II 

£1919) AIR 1919 PC 79 (V 6) = 46 
Ind App 240, Hemanta Ekunari v, 
Midnapore Zamindari Co, II 

Upendralal Waghray for EL. y. Nara- 
singa Rao, for Appellant; A. Y. 
Radhakrisban for B. H. Subbarayudu, for 
Respondents. 

JUDGMENT; This is an appeal from the 
Judgment of toe District Judge. Medak at 
Sangareddy given on 30th day of June, 
1967. The relevant facte are that the res- 
pondente-plaintiffs instituted O. S. No. 31 
of 1962 in toe Court of toe District Mun- 
sif of Siddipet It was contended inter 
alia in toe plaint that Eajesham. Lricshmi- 
narayana and toe defendants were three 
brothers. The three plainUfte are the 
sons of Lokshminarayana. Rajesham died 
18 years before toe suit leaving his widow 
Lalihmi BaL The properties menbOTcd 
in the B Schedule are said to toeancf^ral 
nroperties of toe three brothers. After 
ihP death of Rajesham, his widow 
iikslmii Bai toed O S 20/60 in the 
trirt Munsifs Court, Siddepet for recovery 
^hossession of A Scliedule propcrtiM 
and certain other properties 
^ laid against toe plaintiffs and too 
drtendant in this suit. It was alleged 
lliat toe suit properties therein had fallen 
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to the share of her deceased husband Ra- 
jesham and that after his death she be- 
came entitled to those properties. She was 
deprived of those properties ^ the de- 
fendants in that suit In a joint written 
statement the defendants in that suit de- 
nied the right of the plaintiff in that suit 
on the ground that those properties did 
not fall to tht share of her husband nor 
she could become entitled to them after 
his death. Their contention was that the 
family continued to be joint and after the 
death of the plaintiffs husband they be- 
came entitled to the projjertv tinder the 
prindple of survivorship. The suit was 
compromised and a comproirdse memo was 
filed in the court on 31-8-1960. It was 
further contended that In the s^d memo 
of compromise the defendants In that suft 
accepted the contention of the plaintiff 
& consfcferaffon at Hs Jfdtf wfiAA waf 
p^d to the plaintiff outside the Court, 
the plaintiff in that case gave up her 
right in the properties and agreed that 
the property may be taken by the plain- 
tiffs in the present suit It was further 
provided that the 4th defendant in that 
suit admitted that he had no title to those 
properties. The compromise was record- 
ed and in pursuance of the said compro- 
tnise the suit was dismissed. 

2. While so the defendants-appeltaofs 
filed O. S. No. 48 of 1961 for the Issue of 
an injunction and for cancellation of the 
abovesaid compromfse decree. That suit, 
however, was dismissed for default on 18* 
6-62. No further steps to restore the same 
were taken. 

3. The present suit therefore was In- 
stituted by the, plaintiffs on the abovesaid 
allegations and a partition U demanded 
of the propertiea They also claimed se- 
parate 'possession of the plaint A Schedule 
properties. 

4. The defendant rerfsted the suit. Ao- 
cording to him, the plaint B Schedule pro- 
perties are ancestral and Joint properties 
of the parlies. He contended that Laksh- 
ittibal isthewidowof Rajesham, Rajesham 
died as Manager and a member of the 
Joint Hindu family. After his death, the 
defendant and LakshnU Naravana, the 
father of the plaintiffs, became entitled to 
the properties by xirtue of the prindple 
of survivorship. They were in joint pos- 
sesdon. I.akshmlbai therefore had no 
right, title Of Interest in the suit proper- 
ties. He further contended that the com- 
promise decree passed fn O. S. No. 20 of 
1960 Is invalid and void. It was contended 
that the compromise required registration: 
and secondly as no permission under S. 47 
of the Andhra Pradesh (Telengana Area) 
Tenancy and Agricultural Lands Act. 1950 
was obtained the transaction was void. He 
further stated that the properties are part 
and parcel of the joint ancestral proper- 
ties of the parties and no S'lil for separate 
Possesrion of only cne-third d:are «•<»" Re. 


S. Upon these pleadings, the trial court 
fnuped several Issues, and after record- 
fnfi the evidence adduced by the parties, 
disipissed the plaintiffs suit The trial 
Court agreed with the contention of the 
defendant in regard to Section 47 of the 
Tenancy Act, but it did not agree with 
the other contention in regard to the re^n^- 
twtfon of the compromise deed. 

Dissatisfied with that judgment the 
plaintiffs carried the matter in appeal to 
the District Court At the appellate stage, 
the appellate court allowed certain docu- 
roeiits regarding previous litigation to go 
on record as additional evidence under 
Order XLI Rule 27 C P, C. These docu- 
loetits were filed by the plaintiffs-appel- 
lanls. The appeal was ultimately allowed 
and the suit was decreed. The appellate 
Court negatived the contention of the de- 
Ssndant that the aompronase involved 
trafisfer of the property and therefore it 
required permission under Section 47 of 
the Tenancy Act. It also took the view 
that the compromfse does not require re- 
^istration. It found the suit maintainable 
In the present form. The defendant has 
therefore come in second appeat 
J-, Three contentions were raised by 
Sri Upendralal Waghray, learned counsel 
for the appeUanL Kis first contention 
waa that the compromise requires regis- 
tration and as it is not registered. It is not 
aoniUsible In evidence nor It conveys ans 
tiUe to the pUinUIfs. No suit on the bash 
of tmv such compromise decree can there- 
for% fie. In order to appreciate this com- 
pramise. The compromise memo reads a£ 
follows: 

**(1) That the defendant No. 1 Lachlah 
have compromised with the plaintiff end 
has given to the plaintiff Rs. 3,150/- 1 G. 
out of the Court. Hence the plaintiff has 
wthdrawn with her rights in favour ol 
we defendant Lachaiah and his brothers 
^bmiah and Rajesham. By the date o! 
the compromise the defendants I.achiah 
anq hfa brothers the defendants Nml 2 
and 3 will be in possession of the suit 
property as owner and In which the 
plaintiff or the other remaining defen* 
oani ^1 have no right The defendant 
No, 1 will have a right of making the 
Patta in his came as x)er the compromise. 

(2) That the defendant Nou 4 admits 
this compromise and no objec- 
tion. Hence he will have no rl^t or hfs 
ahare in the suit property. 

(3) That as per the compromise the 
plaintiff has given the house situated at 
CbUcod Kalan as detailed below to the 
defendant Lachiah, Hence he will In 
future be In possession of the smd house 
anti the plaintiff will have no right or 
ah^re in the house also.” 

8. The following is the endorsement 
ap()earicg os the memo of the compro* 
miae: 
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"The parties admitted the facts of the 
compromise petition. Sii Mahaboob Ali, 
Advocate identified the p lain tiff and Sri 
Abdul Kareem, Advocate identified the 
defendants. I know them. Hence verifi- 
ed.” 

The District Munsif made the following 
order in the main suit: 

"Advocates for the parties present. The 
file is put up in advanca Compromise 
petition has been filed. 

The Court Fee Examiner has raised an 
objection that the plaintiff should furnish 
the correct market value And as the 
value of the lands has increased consi- 
derably the court fee paid is not suffi- 
cient. In my opinion, ■fce court fee paid 
is sufficient. The area of the land is 15 
Acres and 15 cents and coiut fee Rupees 
143/- has been paid. 

ORDER 

* 

The suit is dismissed. Parties should bear 
their o^vn costs. File be struck of and 
consigned.” 

9. It is common ground that the house 
to which a reference is made in para- 
graph 3 of the compromise was not the 
subject-matter of the suit in which the 
compromise memo was filed. Thus the 
compromise memo relates to the property 
which was the subject-matter of the suit 
and also to the house which was not the 
subject-matter of the suit. The procedure 
to be followed in such cases under Order 
ICtlll Rule 3 C. P. C. is patent enough. 
According to that provisions. 

"Where it is proved to the satisfaction 
of the Court that a suit has been adjust- 
ed wholly or in part by any lawful agree- 
ment or compromise, the Court 

shall order such agreement, compromise 
or satisfaction to be recorded, and shall 
pass a decree in accordance therewith so 
far as it relates to the suit.” 

It is in the light of this provision that the 
brder passed on the compromise by the 
Court has to be understood. In so far as 
the recording of the compromise or agree- 
ment is concerned, the decree covered the 
entire terms of the agreement or _ the 
compromise which are lawfuL But in so 
far as the question of passing a decree is 
considered, it has to be confined to the 
property which was the subject matter of 
the suit But the property which, 
does not relate to the suit may 
form one of the terms of the com- 
promise, but there ivill be no decree in 
regard to such a property because it does 
not relate to the suit The term relating 
to such property should be mentioned in 
the schedule attached to the decree but 
vail not form part of the decree. 

10. It is in this background that I have 
to consider whether a compromise com- 
prising the terms relating to the suit pro- 
perty as well as relating to some other 
property which is not the subject-matter 


of fee suit, requires registration under 
set^on 17 of the Indian Registration Act. 
^b-section (1) of that section refers to 
bocimenls which shall be registered. 
Sub-section f2) points to the exceptions. 
Certain documents mentioned therein are 
^empted from the operation of clauses 
(b) and (c) of sub-section fl)- In cases 
of those documents those provisions have 
been made inapplicable. The relevant 
clause in this case is clause (vi), which 
reads as follows: 

■"any decree or order of a Court except 
a decree or order expressed to be made 
on a compromise and comprising im- 
moveable property other than that which 
is the subject-matter of the suit or pro- 
ceeding.” 

, 11. A close reading of this clause would 
mdicate that broadly speaking all the 
decrees or orders of Court have been 
exempted from the operation of clauses 
(b) and (c) of sub-section (1). There is, 
however, an exception to this exception. 
Those decrees or orders, which are ex- 
pressed to be made on a compromise 
other than that wWch is the subject-mat- 
ter of the suit or the proceeding would 
not be exempted from the operation of 
clauses (b) and fc). If the case of a com- 
promise relates to property, which is not 
the subject-matter of the suit or proceed- 
ing, then obviously the latter part of 
clause fvi) would take away the excep- 
tion, and to such a case clause (b) or (c) 
as the case may be would apply, and such 
a docum.ent would be liable for registra- 
tion. It will thus be plain that where 
the compromise deals only with the pro- 
perties in the suit and the Court passes 
a decree in accordance therewith, such 
a case will squarely fall which the excep- 
tion and such a decree would not require 
registration. 

Similarly, where the compromise deals 
with the properties which are not the 
subject-matter of the suit and the Court 
passes a decree in accordance therewith, 
such a decree is not exempted from the 
operation of clause (b) or (c) audit will 
require to be registered. Where, how- 
ever, the compromise deals not only 
with the properties in suit but also pro- 
perties outside it and the Court embodies 
the whole compromise in the decree but 
passes a decree under Order XXIII R. 3 
C. P. C. in accordance with the terms so 
far as it relates to the suit, the question 
naturally arises as to what extent the 
compromise decree is required to be 
registered under the above said clause of 
section 17 (2). 

In so far as a decree or order embodies 
the compromise in relation to matters 
outside the suit or proceeding, there was, 
before the amendment of 1929. a conflict 
of opinion, one sot of cases holding tiiat 
it did not require registration and 
another set of cases holding that they do 
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require registration. This conlUrt of 
opinion was set at rest by the decision of 
their Lorfships of the Privy Council in 
Eemanta Kumaii v. Midnapore Zamin- 
dari Co.,AIB 1919 P.C. 79. It was to the 
effect that a decree, which wholly incor- 
porated a comprorcdse relating not only 
to the properties in the suit or proceed- 
ing, but also properties outside It is not 
compulsorily registrable as regards any 
portion thereol This view was subse- 
quently followed till section 17 was 
amended in 1929. After clause (vi) was 
emended in 1929. it seems to be plain 
that a decree or orfer based on a com- 
promise comprising properties which are 
the subject-matter of the suit and proper- 
ties which are outside the siut,is compul- 
sorily registrable only to the extent of 
the property which is outside the subject- 
matter of the suit But it is not registra- 
5fe £a so i*ar as ii ztlsies to the stfdi'ectf- 
matter of the suit In other words, a 
decree or order based on a compromise 
comprising properties other than sub- 
ject-matter of the suit or proceeding, to 
that extent it would not be exempt from 
registration. 1 am fortified In my view 
by the loUowfng decisions; Supdu I.ax- 
mansbet v. Sonh^ Ragho, AIR 1945 
Bom. 143 at p. 146 and Bbbunath Ral 
Saju Bal, AIR 1931 AIL 745. 

12. What must necessarily follow from 
the abovesald discussion is that to the 
extent the compromise decree relates to 
the house, which was not the subject- 
matter of the suit, the decree is cot 
exempt from reglstiatian. and consequ- 
ently it will not ailed the right, title or 
Interest of the house. But in so far as 
the other properties of the compronuse 
are concerned, which admittedly relate 
to the subject-matter of that suit, the 
decree &lls squarely within clause (vi) 
of se(^on 17 (2) and therefore is exempt 
from registration. 

12. What was, however, ergued before 
me by Mr. Waghray was that what has 
to be seen under the later part of clause 
(vi) is whether the decree expressed to 
be made on a compromise comprises of 
immoveable property other than that' 
which is the subject matter of a suit, and 
if the answer is In the affirmative, then 
the exception embodied in clause (vi) 
would apply and the entire decree com- 
prising both the properties relating to the 
suit and outside it is registrable. It Is 
diiiic^t to accept this contention. If it Is 
borne in mind that the governing princi- 
ple of clause (vi) is to exempt the decree 
of the court from the registration and 
operation of clauses (b) end (c), then any 
exception to this general principle m^ 
be construed narrowly.- It Is only to the 
extent that a compromise comprises Im- 
moveable property other Jhan that which 
Is the subject-matter of the suit which 
would reqxdre, registratidt and not fta 


entire thing . Othermise. the very pur- 
pose of clause (vi) would be frustrate I 

00 >jot thinlf there is any scope for such 
OP Interpretation of clause (vi) as is put 
ppon it by the learned counsel for the 
appellant I am therefore satisfied that 
to j^e extent of the house, the compro- 

decree was compulsorily registra- 
ple. But in so far as the property relal- 
“ig to that suit was concerned, it did not 
rM\iire any registration. The decree to 
extent therefore is admissible la evi- 
o^ce. It purports to transfer the right, 
tril^ and interest in the subject-matter of 
the suit in favour of the phdntlffs in this 
Slut 

14. The next contention of Mr. Wagh- 
ray was that imder section 47 of the Ten- 
ancy Act, since the compromise effects a 
traiisfer from the widow in favour of the 
present plaiatift permission under sec- 
4? wasaecesssrs', and siaceaa sndz 
Parini^on was obtained, the transfer was 
voig. 

lo. Section 47. in so far as it Is rele- 
s^t, reads as follows; 

(1) Notwithstanding anything con- 
tained In any other law for the time be- 
log in force or in any decree or order of 
no pennanent alienation and no 
Piher transfer of agricultural land pba R 
be valid unless it-lm been made with 
™ previous sanction of the Tahsildar.** 
What has to be seen is whether the com- 
promise is a pennanent alienation of 
esncultural land or a transfer of the 
f^e. In either case, it will come within* 
ihe mischief of section 47 (1), and the 
Iraiisaclioa admittedly will be void 

iB. It was contended ^ the learned 
counsel for the respondents that the com- 
P.n^xuse is neither a pennanent aliena- 
txoii nor any other transfer of agiicultu- 
land within the purview of S. 47 (1). 
““ contention was that it was a case of 
frilly arrangement, which recognised a 
pr®-existing right of the plaintiffs and 
co^^sequenlly cannot come within the pur- 
of section 47 (1). 

^7. Now, 8 family arrangement is a 
“ajassction between the members of the 
raibc family which is entered into for 
the benefit of the fanuly generally. It Is 
agreement which tends to the pre- 
®®rvatjoa of the family, to the peace or 
s^urity of the fanuly and the avoidance 

01 family disputes and litigation or to the 
^■’ing of the honour of the property- 
Su«di an arrangement is based on the 
gumption that there was an antecedent 
“tie of some kind in the parties and the 
agreement admowledges what the titleis 
It is only on this assumption that the 
^migement Is held not to be e transfer. 
It (s true that the existence of a dispute 
“ praesenti or of a doubtful flalm is not 
*ss^tiM for the validity of a family ar- 
rs^ement. What, is, however, neces- 
BCTy la all such cases Is that there mast 
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be an arrangement entered Info for one 
of the abovesaid purposes. It must 
assume that there was an antecedent title 
of some kind or the other. When one 
party has no title whatsoever to the pro- 
party in whom the 
title for the time being lawfully vests 
agrees to the transfer of such title to the 
omer party, such a transaction in my 
view, would operate as a transfer of pro- 
Psrty regardless altogether of the fact 
that the transfer is made during the 
pend^cy of the suit or parties have com- 
promised or there was a settlement of the 
suit. _ It is in this light that I have to 
examine whether the plaintiffs had any 
pre-existing bona fide right. 

18. It is true that they claimed that 
the husband of the widow was a member 
of the joint and imdivided family and 
after his death, the surviving brothers 
became entitled to the entire property 
because of the right of survivorriiip. They 
ultimately conceded that there was ear- 
lier partition under which Eajesham had 
become separated and that the property 
belonged to his widow as was contended 
by her in the plaint It is on this basis 
that the plaintiffs paid Es. 3150/- to her 
. on consideration of which she vnthdrew 
from her suit and transferred the title 
' to the plaintiffs. I fail to see in these 
circumstances how it can be said that the 
plaintife had any bona fide pre-existing 
right They never had any pre-esdsting 
right because Eajesham was a member 
of the imdivided family. After his death 
it is his widow who would get the pro- 
perty whatever may be her extent of the 
right in the property. The plaintiffs pur- 
chased the property from her by_ paying 
her some amount The compromise was 
tterefore a sale and not a family arrange- 
ment There was no question of preser- 
vation of any property for the purpose 
of the family. There was no idea of 
avoiding any litigation. It is also in this 
Connection pertinent to note that the 4th 
defendant in that suit was kept out of 
the property imder one of the_ terms of 
the compromise. If the contention of the 
plaintiffs, who were defendants in that 
case, was right that Eajesham died as a 
member of the joint family then not 
only the plaintiffs or their father but also 
the defendant-appellant vrould by right 
of survivorship become entitled to the 
entire property including the share of 
Eajesham, In the compromise however, 
no share was given to the present defen- 
dant who ■was the 4th defendant there. 
That malies the position very clear, and 
there can be no difficulty in reaching the 
conclusion that 'the parties knew that 
there was an earlier partition. It is 
because of that they agreed that the pro- 
perty belonged to the ■widow, and since 
tile 4th defendant was not in a position 
1970 Andh. Pra./17 VH G— 16 
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to purchase any share of the property, it 
IS the plaintiffs who paid Es. 3150/- and 
purchased the property from the widow. 
The 'transfer of the house would form 
part of such consideration. In these cir- 
cumstances, I do not think there is any 
lustification for holding that it is a fami- 
ly arrangement entered into, between the 
parties. I am supported in my view by 
me following decision Chanan Singh v. 
Svaiyam Singh. AIE 1947 Lah 175. 

19. What must follow is that it is a 
case of permanent alienation; in other 
words, a sale which squarely falls within 
the purview of section 47 (1) of the Ten- 
ancy Act. Admi^ttedly, no permission 
was obtained for the transfer from the 
Tahsildar. The transfer therefore being 
opposed to S. 47 (1) is hit by S. 23 of the 
Contract Act. The contract is illegal and 
void. No effect therefore can be given 
to such a compromise decree, the effect 
of which is to transfer agricidtiual lands 
without obtaining the permission of ■tiie 
concerned authority, 

20. It is also doubtful as to whether 
the plaintiffs could file the suit for parti- 
tion which is partial in its character. The 
case of the plaintiffs is that in the whole 
of the suit property there were three 
shares. One belonged to Eajesham, he 
had earlier partitioned, which property 
was not divided by metes and bounds. 
The plaintiffs have one-third share and 
the rest belongs to the defendant-appel- 
lant. After the plaintiffs purchased under 
the compromise decree the one-third 
share of Eajesham jfrom his -widow, they 
became entitled to two-thirds share in the 
suit property. They filed the suit only 
for partition and separate possession of 
one-lhird share. The question naturally 
is whether the plaintiffe can get one- 
third share of Eajesham separated and 
continue their one-third share joint 'with 
the one-third share of the defendant. If 
the plaintiffs had become entitled to -two- 
thirds share. they should have asked for 
partition of their two-thirds share from 
tile defendant The learned Advocate for 
the respondents could not show me as to 
■why this is not a case of partial parti- 
tion. It is not material that they got the 
share of Eajesham transferred in their 
favour. What is more rele-vant is that 
they are entitled to two-thirds share in 
the suit property. They should have 
therefore asked for the separation of two 
thirds share, and not a suit for separation 
of one-third share only and alloiving the 
other one-third share to remain joint with 
the one-third share of the defendant Such 

a suit for partial partition, in my view, 
is not mamtalnable. 

21. For the above-safd reasons, I 
would allow tiie appeal, set ' aside the 
judgment of the Court belo-w and dis- 
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Katta Subbarao (died) and others, A{>* 
isellan^ v Pokuri Sri Ramalu and others. 
Respondents. 

Letters Patent Appeal No. 158 ol 1964, 
D^- 23-31S68. from decree and jud^gment 
of Krishna ^o. J. In Appeal No. 4 of 
1961. D/. 6-2-1964. 

(A) Civil P. C. (1908). S. 11. O, 41 R.1 
— Flea of res jodieata — Not raised in 
pleadm&s or in issues «— New plea in ap- 
peal — Waiver not proper reason (or 
refusing — Hot res judicata if not raised 
properly in pleadings or issues. High 
Court is justiried in refusing iL 
It is doubtful whether the mere fact 
that the plea of res judicata was not 
raised in the written statement amounts 
to waiver Therefore, waiver mav not 
be 8 proper reason for refuring the per- 
mission to raise plea of res judicata as 
an additional and new ground of appeaL 
But If the plea of res judicata ts not rate* 
ed properW by the pleadings or in the 
Issues the High Court would be jusUBed 
In declining to allow the appellant to co 
into the question of res judieaU AIR 
1936 PC 258 & AIR 1947 Mad 5 (2) & 
AIR 1949 PC 392. Bel. on: 1959 Andh LT 
156. lipl (Paras 14, 15) 

When allowing the plea of res judicata 
as a new plea in appeal the Question In 
each case is whether the circumstances ol 
that case and interests of justice 

require that the appellate court should 
ezerdse its discretion to entertain a new 
point, even though it is a pure question 
of law. Where the contention was that 
the plea of res Judicata was not ralsetf 
In the written statement filed In the 
trial Court because the upoeab against 
the prior cases were still pending in 
High Court at the time when written 
statement was filed, but It was found 
that the subsequent suit avas pending for 
more than two. years after the dismissal 
of those appeals and vet neither the writ- 
ten statement was amended nor any ad- 
ditioRal written statement was filed rais- 
ing the plea of res judicata, nor was it 
raised also when preliminary Issues on 
other law points were decided and even 
in revision, and further it was found that 
the defendant by trying to raise the plea 
of res judicata in appellate Court was 
maldng an attempt to defeat the claims 
of the plaintiff for his share of the pro- 
fits which were admittedly due to Mm. 


Sii Ramalu (Kuppuswaml J.l A.LE. 

Held that It was not a fit case for 
entertaining the plea of res judicata for 
the first time in appeal. AIR 1967 SC 465, 
Rel on. (Paras 12. 13. 17) 

(B) Limitation Act (1908), Art. 89 — 
Sait for accounts against co-owner — No 
question of termination of agency nr ol 
refusal to account as co-owner or as 
agent — Suit filed within 3 years from 
date of notice asking for accounts — Suit 
held was within time. (Para 20) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paraa 
(1967) AIR 1967 SC 465 (V 54) - 
(1967) 1 SCR 489, Baghubans 
Narain v. Govt, of Uttar Pra- 
desh ET 

(1966) AIR 1066 SC 153 (V 53) — 

(1966) 1 SCR 102. Pandurang v. 
Manitl 14 

(1959) 1959 Andh LT 156. Ven- 
katasubba Rao v. Janaki Ramayya ti 

(1949) AIR 1949 PC 302 (V 36)- 
1949 All WR 576. Shivraj Gopali* 

V Ayyfssa BI t4 

(194?) AIR 1947 Mad 5 (2) fV 34)- 
ILR (1947) Mad 190. Raja of Ven- 
Katagiri v. Madras Province f'4 

(1936) AIR 1936 PC 258 (V 23) - 
1936 AU WR 717. Jagadish Chan 
dra Deo v. Gour Hari Mahto 14. IS 
(1892) 1892 AC 473 - 6l U PC SO, 
Connecticut Fire Insurance Co. 

V. Kavanagh IS 

N. Bapiraju. lor Appellant Na 3 N. 

Ramachandrarao (for No 1). E Manohar 
(for Nos 2 and 3) and Hanumaiah (for 

Nos. 4 to 6). for Respondents. ■ 

KUPPUSWAML J.: The first defendant 
In O. S 54/55 on the fife of the District 
Judge. Eluru preferred the above appeal 
against the judgment and decree of Kri- 
shna Bao, J.. in A. S 4/J961. Dunns the 
pendency of this appeal, the appellant 
died and hb legal representatives have 
been brought on record The suit was 
filed by the first respondent on 4-11-1955 
lor partition and separate possession of 
l/8th share in Sri Ramakrishna Oil Mills. 
Buru (hereinafter referred as the suit 
mill) and for rendition of account by the 
first respondent of the income from the 
suit mill from 6-1-1946 on the following 
allegations: 

2. The plaintiff and defendants 1 to 
3 are co-owners and the pfaintiff befog 
entitled to l/8th share, first defendant to 
1/2 share and the second defendant to 
l/4th share and the 3rd defendant to l/Slb 
share respectively. Due to differences 
between them they agreed to lease out 
the suit mill by auction among themsel- 
ves on 6-1-1946 and the first defendant 
was the highest bidder at Rs. 20.001/- 
per year. The first defendant according- 
ly became the lessee of the suit milL Ee 
was the Manag in g Co-cwner and V 
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such was liable to render to the co- 
owners the account of the rents and pro- 
fits. 

3. The defence of the first defendant 
material to the appeal was that he was 
not the lessee. He bid at the auction not 
for himself but on behalf of the 6th de- 
fendant-Firm of which he. 4th and 5th 
defendants were the partners and there- 
fore. the 6th defendant alone was liable 
for rent. He further contended that he 
was not the managing co-owner and was 
not therefore, liable to account. He rais- 
ed also the plea that the suit was barr- 
ed by limitation, 

4. The trial Court on a consideration 
of the evidence held that the first defen- 
dant was the lessee and was also the 
managing co-owner and that the suit was 
not barred by limitation. He therefore, 
passed a preliminary decree for partition 
and delivery of possession of plaintiff’s 
Il/8th share in the suit mill and directed 
the first defendant to render account of 
the suit mill business from 6-1-1946 until 
25-5-1957 the date on which the posses- 
sion of the suit mill was taken over by 
the Commissioner appointed by the Court. 

5- The first defendant, thereupon pre- 
ferred A. S. 4/61 to this court. He did 
not dispute the right of the plaintiff to 
a decree for l/8tfa share and for recovery 
of possession, but questioned his liability 
to render account. In addiUon to the pleas 
raised in the court below that he was not 
a co-owner, that the 6th defendant, and 
not he was the lessee and that the suit 
was barred by limitation, he attempted 
to raise a further contention, namely 
that the finding in two prior suits. O. S. 
66/51 and 93/52 on the file of the Court, 
Eluru that the 6th defendant was the 
lessee and not the first defendant operat- 
ed as res judicata and it was, therefore 
not open to the lower court to find that 
the first defendant was the lessee. 
He also urged that certain direc- 
tions given by the lower court with 
reference to the rendition of accounts 
were erroneous and the interest ought to 
have been awarded at 6%. 

6. Our learned brother. Krishna Rao. J... 
after a consideration of the evidence 
agreed with the findings of the lower 
court that the first defendant was the 
co-o'wner and was also the lessee^ and 
that the suit was not barred by limita- 
tion. He gave certain directions regard- 
ing account and also held that the interest 
should have been awarded at 6% per 
annum, only from the date of suit He 
however, refused to permit the appellant 
to raise the plea of res judicata which had 
not been raised in the lower court In the 
result subject to the modifications relat- 
ing to the directions regarding account- 
ing and interest he dismissed the appeal 
with costs. Tlie present Letters Patent 


Appeal is directed against the said judg- 
ment and decree. 

_7. We are not inclined to interfere 
with the concurrent findings of fact of 
our learned brother and the trial court 
on the questions whether the first defen- 
dant was the managing co-owner and 
W’hether he was lessee. The findings 
were arrived at by the trial court after 
elaborate consideration of the evidence. 
In fact, on the question whether the first 
defendant was the mailaging co-owner, 
there is the admission of the first defen- 
dant in the prior proceedings, in which 
he stated that he w'as directed to manage 
the mill by all of them (co-owners) in- 
cluding the plaintiff. On the question, 
whether the first defendant or the 6th 
defendant was the lessee, also the court 
considered the entire documentary and 
or^ evidence and our learned brother. 
Krishna Rao. J., agreed with that find- 
ing. No other fresh material has been 
placed before us to differ from the con- 
clusions of the trial court and our learn- 
ed brother on these points and we. there, 
fore, affirm those findings. 

8. Sri Bapiraju. however, urged that 
there is a finding in certain prior pro- 
ceedings between the same parties that 
the lessee was not the first defendant 
but the 6th defendant-firm and that 
operates as res judicata in these proceed- 
ings, and that Krishna Rao. J.. erred in 
refusing to permit the appellant to raise 
that question in the appeal before him. 
In order to appreciate the contention 
based on res judicata, it is necessary to set 
out briefly the previous proceedings: 

9. The second defendant filed two 
suits, O. S. 66/51 and O. S. 93/52 in the 
Sub-court. Eluru, for recovery of Iiis l/4th 
share of rent due from the first defen- 
dant for the period from 6-1-46 to 6-4- 
1949 and from 6-4 1949 to 6-1-1952 res- 
pectively. The present plaintiff was the 
third defendant in that suit and the pre- 
sent 3rd defendant was the second de- 
fendant therein. They supported the 
second defendant’s case and asked for a 
decree in their favour for their share and 
offered to pay the necessary court-fee, if 
the suit was decreed for their share and 
the rent as well. The suits were tried 
together and dLsmi-ssed on 7-3-1953. The 
Additional Subordinate Judge, found that 
the plaintiff and defendants 1 to 3 con- 
stitute an unregistered firm and there- 
fore. the suit v’as not maintainable at the 
instance of one of them only. He also 
held that the lessee of the mill was not 
the first defendant but the Gth defendant 
herein. It may be observed that the 6th 
defendant was not a party to those pro- 
ceeding:;. Against the dismi.sral of the 
suit the second defendant appealed to 
the 'High Court in A. S. Nox 874 and 875/ 
53. 



260 A, P. CPrs- 10-141 K. Sutbarao v. Si! Ramalu (Ktippuswaml J.) A 4 LE. 


10. "Wline the appeals were pending 
the second defendant and the first defen* 
dant entered into a compromise on 14-7- 
1958 by which the first defendant agreed 
to pay on behalf of the 6th defendant- 
firm a sum of Rs. lO.OOO/* to the second 
defendant in full settlement of his claims. 
In view of the compromise the appeals 
were withdrawn and were dismissed on 
5-9-1958, It is contended that as the ap- 
peals were withdrawn and dismissed, the 
decision of the Subordinate Judge in 
those suits have become final and opera- 
tes as res judicata in these proceed in gs. 

Ill It is contended for the respondents 
that the plaintiff herein and the 3rd de- 
fendant were only pro forma defendants 
In that suit and as they were co-defen- 
dants with the first defendant, any ded- 
rion therdn cannot operate as res Judi- 
cata in these proceedings as the reouire- 
ments necessary to make the dedsion be- 
tween the co-defendants as res judicata 
are not present in tMs case. 

12. Before considering the ouesfion 
whether the findings operate as res Judi- 
cata. ft has to be decided first, whether 
the first defendant should have been 
allowed to raise this Question of res judi- 
cata in the appeal before our learned 
brother and should be allowed to raise 
it again before us. This contention was 
admittedly not raised in the written state- 
ment, It Is argued that It could not have 
been ndsed as the appeal in the High 
Court was sdU pending at the time when 
the written statement was filed on &-3- 
1956. But the appeals were withdrawn 
and dismissed on 5-9-1958 and the judg- 
ment of the trial court in thb suit was 
^ven on 31-10-1960. Thus the stiit was 
pending for more than two years after 
the dimilssal of the appeals In the High 
Court. Ko reason has been given as to 
why the written atatement was not 
amended or an additional written state- 
ment was not filed raising the pleas of 
res judicata during this long periocC. 'We 
find from the judgment that Issues 13 
to 15 regardi^ the limitation, mls-joln- 
der of parties, maintainability of suit 
were decided as preliminary is^es on 1&- 
2-59. Bven at this stage the defendant 
could have asked for an issue regarding 
res judicata also to be raised. A revision 
petition was preferred against the order 
of fte prelirninary Issues to the High 
Court and the petition was dismissed on 
B-1-1960. During all these stages no at- 
tempt was made to raise the plea of res 
judicata. If the plea bad been raised and 
an issue had t^n framed, this cotrrt 
would have had the benefit of the judg- 
ment of the trial court bn that aspect 
Further it Is possible that the pl^ntiff 
might not have allowed th^, appeals In 
the High Court to be withdrawn and 
would have taken steps to transpose him- 


fidf as the appellant and continue the ap- 
peal on the ground that the second de- 
fendant, (the plaintiff therein) had enter- 
ed into compromise with the first defen- 
dant The defendant by trying to raise 
this plea of res judicata is making an 
att^pt to defeat the claims of the plain- 
tiff for his share of the profits which are 
admittedly due to him. 

t3. For all these reasons we do not 
consider in the interest of Justice that it 
is a fit case for permitting the first de. 
fendant to raise the plea of res judicata 
and our learned brother was also equally 
right in refusing that permission. 

14- Mr. Bapiraju, argued that one of 
the main reasons for Krishnarao. J.. to 
refuse the permission to i^e this plea 
was that he considered that the plea of 
res judicata was not one which affects 
the jurisdiction of the ^urt and Is a 
plea in a bar which a party may waive. 
Mr. Bapi Raiu contends that this Is not 
a correct statement of law. He has relied 
on a decision in Pandurang v. Maruti. AIR 
1966 SC 153 in support of his contention 
that the plea of res judicata concerns 
Jurisdiction. Our learned brother. Krf- 
shnarao. J.. relied on a decision of a 
Bench of this court In Venkatasubbarao 
V. JanaWramayya, 1959 Andh LT 156. at 
page J65 it was stated as follows; 

"In Jagadish Chandra Deo v. Gour 
Hari Mahato, AIR J936 PC 258 the Privy 
Coimdl upheld the decision of the Cal- . 
cutta High Court which had declined to go 
into the question of res judicata on the 
ground that it had not been properly rais- 
ed by the pleadings or in the Issues, par- 
ticularly In the issues. The plea of res 
Judicata is not one which affects the juris- 
diction of the court It is a plea in a bar 
which a party may waive.” 

Perhapa the later portion of this obser- 
vation. namely, that the plea of res ju^- 
rata is not one which affects the jiuis- 
diction of the Court and is a plea In a 
bar which a party may waive, is open 
<0 Question. The dedsfon of the Privy 
Council relied on in that Judgment name- 
ly, AIR 1936 PC 258 does not support 
that preposition. On the other band, a 
decision of a Bench of the Madras High 
Court in Raja of Venkatagiri v, Madras 
Province. AIR 1947 Mad 5 (2) Consisting 
of Patanjali Sastri and Bell, JJ., Is to the 
effect that— 

"though the doctrine of res Judicata Is 
often treated as a branch of the law of 
estoppel it Js really founded on the pub- 
lic policy of putting an end to all litiga- 
tion in regard to the same matter or in 
other words, of setting to rest rights of 
Utigants. and cannot be waived even by 
the consent of the parties". 

Further it is doubtful ^whether the mere 
fact that the plea was not raised In the 
written statement amounts to waiver. In 
the decision in Sbivral Gopaljl v. Ayylssa 
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BI, AIR 1949 PC 302 their Lordships of 
the Privy Counc^ held that the High 
Court was right in allowing the plea of 
res judicata to be raised before them 
even though it was not pressed in the trial 
court having been raised there. 

15. If a plea which has been raised 
and not pressed could be permitted again 
to be raised in the High Court, we do not 
see any reason why the plea which was 
not raised at all in the trial court should 
not be allowed in the High Court on the 
ground of waiver and ‘therefore, we are 
inclined to agree with the argument of 
Mr. Bapiraju, that in this case waiver 
may not be a proper reason for refusing 
the permission to raise this plea as an ad- 
ditional and new ground of appeal. But 
as pointed out by the Privy Council in 
AIR 1936 PC 258 fsupra) if the plea of 
res judicata is not raised properly by the 
pleadings or m the issues, o^rticularly in 
the issue, the High Court would be justi- 
fied in declining to allow the appellant to 
go into the question of res judicata. 

16. Mr. Bapiraju relied on a number 
of decisions to the effect that a pure 
question of law can be raised for the 
first time in an appeal, if it is based 
either on facts which are admitted or 
which have been proved ■ beyond contro- 
versy and in this case as there is no dis- 
pute about the prior proceedings which 
form the basis of the plea of res judicata, 
the said question should have been per- 
mitted to be raised. He relied upon the 
oft-quoted decision in Connecticut Hre In- 
surance Co. v. Kavanagh, 1892 AC 473 
where Lord "Watson observed as follows: 

'W^en a question of law Is raised for 
Ihe first time in a court of last resort 
upon the construction of a document or 
upon facts either admitted or proved be- 
yond controversy, it is not only compe- 
tent but expedient in the interests of jus- 
tice to entertain the plea.” 

17. These observations Have been re- 
ferred to and followed in a number of 
decisions of the High Courts and of the 
Supreme Court, for instance, see dedsion 
In Raghubans Narain v. Govt, of Uttar 
Pradesh. AIR 1967 SC 465 of the Supreme 
Court But the question in each case is 
whether the circumstances of that case and 
the interests of justice require that the ap- 
pellate court should exercise its discre- 
tion to entertain a new point even though 
it is a pure question of law. For the_ rea- 
sons stated in the earlier part of our judg- 
ment we feel that^ this is not a fit case 
for entertaining this plea of res judicata 
for the first time. 

18. In this view it Is unnecessary to go 
Into the question whether the findings 
In the prior proceedings operate as res 


judicata between the plaintiff and the first 
defendant who were co-defendants in 
those proceedings, 

19. Sri Bapi Raju contends that the 
smt is barred by limitation under Art 89 
of toe Linutation Act of 1908 which deals 
With a suit by a principal against his 
agent for movable property received by 
toe^ latter and not accounted for and 
period of three years is to commence 
when toe account is. during toe continu- 
ance of toe agency, demanded and refus- 
ed or, where no such demand is made, 
when toe agency terminates. He contend- 
ed that in toe prior suit which was filed 
by the second defendant it was stated 
that toe first defendant had agreed to pay 
toe lease amount individually to each of 
toe other-co-owners and toe present plain- 
tiff in his written statement which he fil- 
ed as a second defendant in that suit also 
took up the same position. He contends 
that toe agency was terminated by rea- 
son of the stand taken up in that suit, and 
that he also ceased to be a co-owner be- 
cause toe plaintiff chose to treat him as 
a lessee by filing toe written -statemenf 
as the second defendant to that effect 

20. Mr. Ramachandra Rao contends 

toat these two suits were for recovery of 
rent upto 1952 and not suits for accounts 
and there was no quesdon. therefore, of 
asking for accounts on toe footing of agency 
or the termination of agency. We agree 
with this contention. We do not construe 
toe written statement of the plaintiff as 
second defendant in those suits as amount- 
ing to termination of toe agency of the 
first defendant or affecting his character 
as co-owner. The character of those suits 
is entirely different from the character of 
the suit in the present case as the previ- 
ous ones were for rent against toe lessee 
whereas the present suit is one for ac- 
counts against co-owner. In the circum- 
stances. it cannot be stated toat there is 
any termination of agency or refusal by 
the first defendant to account as co-owner 
or as agent The account as co-owner 
was asked for. for the first time by notice 
Ex. A-5 dated 27-10-1953 and the suit \ras 
filed on 4-11-1955. v/ithin three years 
thereafter. The suit was, therefore, with- 
in time. The plea of limitation also there- 
fore, fedls. j 

21. In the circumstances the appeal Is 
dismissed with costs of respondent 1. 

Appeal dismissed, 
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The Revenue Divisional Officer Guntur. 
Appellant v. Vasireddv Rama Bhanu Bhu- 
pM and others. Respondents. 

Appeal No 167 of 1962 D/- 27-12-1967, 
dedded bv Full Bench on Order of Refer- 
ence made by Narasiinham and Vaidya JJ: 
Dl. 7-6-1967. 

(A) Land Acquisition Act (1S94). S. 64 
Award of compensation — Adequacy 

—No interference by Appellate Court ex- 
cept on basts of fundamenta! or radical 
error of principle. AIR 1930 Mad 6S0 and 
AIR 1967 Andb Pra S6, Rel. on. 

fPara JO) 

(B) Land Acquisition Act (1891), Sa. 2^ 
21, 16. 17 — Expression ’lakinc possession 
o! tbc land’ in S. 28 — Meaninq of — Pos- 
session even prior to acquisition proceed- 
inss and with consent of <rwner would be 
possession of land under the Act — Interest 
is payable from date of takioe possession, 
whether possesion Is taken under the Act 
or by private neeoliations or otherwise in 
anticipation of raJid proceedincs onder 
the Act — On equitable principle also in- 
terest would be payable from date of de- 
privation of possession— (T* P< Act (1882). 
S. 55 (4) (a)). 

Section 28 of the Act states that the 
Collector shall pay interest from the date 
on which be took posession of land It 
does not say that the Collector should pay 
interest only from the dale on which he 
takes possession und^" the Act. On a 
plain reading of the section the interest is 
payable frOTi the date when the Collector 
t^es possession, whether he takes posses- 
sion under any of the provirions of the 
Act or bv private negotiations or other- 
wise in anticipation of valid proceedings 
under the Act for the acpuirition of the 
!sad in >3exsli\Stt. f«ew sssumifte tAwrt 
expression 'taking possesrion of the land* 
under Section 28 of the Act. would only 
mean taking possession of the land under 
or in pursuance of the Act, there is no 
reason why the taking of possesion of the 
land prior to the Land Acquisition pro- 
ceedings without any objection by the 
owner (in this case by pnvate negotiation 
with his consent followed bv vaUd pro- 
ceedings under the Actl should not be held 
to be taking possession of the land under 
the Act The Act does not prescribe when 
the Collector representing the Govem- 
menl should take possession of the land. 
Under S 16 of the Act he may take posseo- 
rion after he has made an awa;^ but 
there is nothing in that section or in anv 
other proririon of the Act. which prevents 
the Collecto r from taking possession of 
CL/BN/B330/63/RSKAV 
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the land earlier with the consent of the 
owner. <Si the other hand there are pro- 
uisions In the Act, for instance Section 17 
which authorises the Collector, in ease of 
urgenev to take possession of anv waste 
or arable land ne^ed for public purposes, 
after expiration of fifteen days from the 
pubbeation of the notice mentioned in Sec- 
tion 9{1) of the Act. (Para 12) 

The claimants’ land was taken posses- 
don of by the Municipality of Guntur on 
3lhh November 1950. for constructing re- 
servoir for water supply scheme. Subse- 
quently Government acquired the same 
property under the provisions of the Land 
Acquisition Act The Collector passed the 
award on Sfst March. I96S granting in- 
terest at 6 per cent from 30th November 
1950. 'Ihe compensation was enhanced on 
a reference being made to the Civil 
Court and interest was awarded from 30th 
November 1950 

Held in appeal, preferred by the Land 
Acquisition Officer, that even on equitable 
prtndples the claimant would be entitled 
to interest from the date when he was 
deprived of his possession, even if ft wras 
before the initiation of the proceedings 
under the Act le. from 30th November 
1950 Tht fact that on 30-IJ-J950 it was 
the Munidpabty that took possession and ' 
not the Government would not make any 
difference as the acquisition of the land by 
the Government was at the instance and ' 
for the purpose of the MunidpaUtv and 
it was also stated in the award that the 
cost of acqtiisifien would be met from the 
amount depoeited by the Munldpality 
under Works Deposit in the name of the 
Revenue Divlripnal Officer. Guntur. 
Therefore, no distinction could be made 
between the possesrion of the Munidpali- 
ty and the possesrion of the Government 
in the circumstances of this case. AIR 1957 
Andh Pra 34 and AIR 1918 PC 129 and 
AIR 1928 PC 287 and AIR 1929 PC 163 
and AIR 1936 Mad 199 and AIR ISfil SC 
908 and AJJ5 CaJ 4^ AIR 196# 
Orissa 113, Rel on. F. A No. 78/1 of 
1856 D/. 23-8-1965 (Andh Pra). Explained 
AIR 1964 Andh Pra 504, Disting 

. (Paras 12. 13) 

(C) Land Acquisition Act (1894). S. 28 
— CalcnlafioQ of interest — Possession 
taken on 30-11-1950 without payment of 
value of land — Proper course would be 
to calculate value at end of each year 
and award interest thereon upto date of 
payment — Held that result was achieved 
in effect by grant of interest on value as 
On dale of acquisition i.e. 1956 which was 
somewhere midway between taking pos- 
session and award of compensation, and 
calculating interest at C per eeat thereon. 

^ (Para 21) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1967) AIR 1967 Andh Pra 56 (V 54) = 

(1966) 1 Andh WR 323, Revenue 
Divirional Officer v. Appalaswai^ tO 
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(1965) F. A. No. 78/1 of 1956 D/- 23- 
8-1965 (Andh Pra) 17 

(1964) AIR 1964 Andh Pra 504 (V 51) = 
1964-2 Andh WR 120, Hamberger v. 

R. D. O. Bandar 18 

(1964) AIR 1964 Orissa 113 (V 51), 

Sml. Swamamayi v. Land Acquisi- 
tion Collector 17 

(1961) AIR 1961 SC 908 (V 48) = 

(1961) 3 SCR 676. Satinder Singh v. 
tJmrao Singh 16 

(1957) AIR 1957 Andh Pra 34 (V 44)= 

ILR (1956) Andh 87, State v. 

Andhra Pradesh Mills Co. 13 

(1950) AIR 1950 Cal 498 (V 37) = 

ILR (1951) 2 Cal 172, Province of 
Bengal v. Pawn Kissen Law and 
Co. 10 

(1950) AIR 1950 Mad 650 fV 37) = 

1950-1 Mad LJ 725. Venkanruna v. 
Collector of West Godavari ax) 

(1936) AIR 1936 Mad 199 (V 23) = 

ELR 59 Mad 433. Revenue Divisionjil 
Officer v. Venkata ram a O 

(1929) AIR 1929 PC 163 (V 16) - 
56’Ind App 259. Vallabhadas v. 
Development Officer. Bandra 13. IS 
(1928) AIR 1928 PC 287 (V 15) - 


1928 AC 492, Inglewood Pulp Co. v. 
New Brunswick Electric Power 
Commission 13. la. 16 

(1925) 1925 AC 520 = 94 LJ KB 629. 

Swift and Co. v. Board of Trade 16 
(1918) AIR 1918 PC 129 (V 5) = 

ILR 43 Bom 181. Ratanlal Chunilal 
V. Municipal Commr. for the City 
of Bombay 33 

0852) 3 HLC 565 - 10 ER 222. 

Birch V. Joy 16 

3rd Govt. Pleader and S Pafviitnnrao. 
for Appellant: E. Ayyapureddy for G. 
Narayanarao and Miss K. Padmuja, for 
Respondents. 

KDPPDSWAMI. J.: This appeal arises 
out of proceedings for the acouisition of 
10.900 sq. feet of land in T. S. No. 79 of 
Guntur town. The said land was requir- 
ed by the Guntur Municipality for the 
High level Service Reservior for Guntur 
Water Supply Scheme. The Commissioner 
of the Guntur Municipality by his letter 
D/- 16-9-1953 applied for the acquisition 
of that land for the above purpose. Even 
prior to the request by the Commissioner 
the Municipality seems to have taken 
possession of the land on 30-11-1950. In 
response to the Commissioner's request, 
proceedings for the acquisition of the land 
were started under the Land Acquisition 
Act (hereinafter referred to as "the Act") 
and notification under Section 4(1) of the 
Act w-as published on 12-4-1956. The 
Land Acquisition Officer gave his award 
on 31-3-1958, whereby he assessed the 
value oi the land at Rs. 8 per sq. yard. He 
awarded 15 per cent solatium on the said 
amount and awarded interest on die com- 
penaurion at 6 per cent from 30-11-1950 


when the land was taken possession of by 
the Municipality till 31-3-1958. the date of 
award. The total compensation awarded 
was _Rs. 16.044-80. As the respondents 
herein requested that a reference be made 
under S. 18 of the Act as they claimed 
compensation at the rate of Rs. 18 per sq. 
yard and also disputed the extent of the 
site acquired the Land Acquisition Offi- 
cer made a reference to the Court of the 
Subordinate Judge. Guntur and that refer- 
ence was numbered as O. P. No. 33/59. 

2. The learned Subordinate Judge 
after considering the evidence oral and 
documentary, in the case came to the con- 
clusion that the reasonable price payable 
for the site was Rs. 8 per sq. yard 
for a small triangular bit of an extent of 
208 sq. yards and Rs. 15 per sq. yard lot, 
the remaining area. 

3. The contention regarding the differ- 
ence in exent was given up before the 
learned Subordinate Judge. On the above 
valuation he held that the enhanced com- 
pensation payable was Rs. 7021 78 and 
solatium on this amount was 1053-25. 
He awarded interest at 6 per cent per 
annum on the enhanced compensation, 
from 30 11-1950 till the date of payment. 
The referring officer, namely the Revenue 
Divisional Officer Guntur has preferred 
the above appeal against the judgment of 
the learned Subordinate Judge. Three 
contentions are raised in the appeal, name- 
ly- 

1. that the rate awarded by the court Is 
excessive and it should have adopted the 
rate of Rs. 8 per sq. yard as given in the 
award; 

2. interest ought to have been granted 
on the enhanced compensation from the 
date of award only and not from 30-11- 
1950; and 

3. the rate of interest should have been 
4 per cent and not 6 per cent per annum. 

4. The appeal first came up before our 

learned brother Krishna Rao J. It was 
contended before him by the learned 
Government Pleader that the Gov'em- 
ment had not taken possession in pursu- 
ance of the acquisition though the award 
was passed on 31-3-1958 and therefore 
there is no liability at all on the part of 
the Government to pay interest. He 
agreed with that contention but his at- 
tention was drawn to an unreported de- 
cision of a bench of this Court in F. A 
No. 78/1/1958 D/- 23-8-1966 (Andh Pra) 

dealing with a case under the Hyderabad 
Land Acquisition Act where it was held 
that the claimant was entitled to mlerest 
at least from the date of notification under 
Section 4(1) of tlie AcL As it wa.s con- 
tended tliat this ruling is opposed to the 
plain language of the Act and requires re- 
consideration he referred this case for de- 
cision by a Division Bcncli. Tlie appeal, 
thereupon came up for hearing before a 
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Division Bench consIsffiiR of Mr. Justice 
Haradmham and Mr. Justice Vaidya. 

5. As they felt that the question re- 
carding interest requires congelation by a 
Full Bench they formulated the foUowic^ 
points for deddon by the Full Bench: 

"Aether the claimants are entitled to 
Interest under the Act from 30-11>1950 
v^en the Municipality is said to have 
taken possession ''not under the Act but 
by private negotiation” (vide the Refer- 
ence to Court) or from the date of Noti- 
fication under Section 4(1) of the Act Viz. 
12-4-1956 or from the date of making the 
award, viz.. 31-3-1958 or from any subse- 
quent date under the Act?" 

6. They however added that as the 
main question is being referred to the 
Full Bench it was expedient to refer the 
entire case for decision by the Full Bench. 
Li the above circumstances the entire at>* 
peal Is before us. 

7. The first contention that is urged 
by the learned Government pleader Is 
that the proper value of the land on the 
date of acquisition is Rs. 8 per sq. yaM as 
stated in the award and that the granting 
01 Bs. 15 per sq. yard for a malor portion 
of the site is not warranted by the evi- 
dence on record. The learned Subordf- 
zu;te Judge made an Inspection of the ac- 
quired site. He found that the land was 
attractive as a bouse dte and there was 
pos^billty of the property being used as 
auch site and several buildings were like- 
ly to be constructed upon It in the near 
tuhire. He. therefore, held that the land 
was not to be valued merely by reference 
to the use to which It was being put to 
at the time of acqitisltloa but also by 
reference to the uses to which it was 
capable of being put in the near future. 
The site In question abuts two roads run- 
ning north and south and is very near 
the ring road wMch Is a very Important 
road ru nnin g round Guntur. The value 
of the land has naturally to be ascertained 
witi: reference to the s^e deeds of sites 
^tuate near the locality and executed at 
or about the time of the acquisition, 

A-1 is a sale-deed dated 16-10-1950 in res- 
pect of a site about one ftulong to 
north of the acaiiired site, the value of 
which works out at Ra. 13-8-0 per sq. 
yard. The Court below felt that on this 
oasis, the rate of Rs. 15 per sq. yard on 12- 
4-1956. the date of acquisition for thedte 
acquired would not be unreasonable. In 
this connection it has to be noticed that 
the High Court Of Andhra was located In 
Guntur in July, 1954. and the value of the 
dies at Guntur began to raise very much 
by about that time Even subsequently 
the town of Giuitur has been extending 
year by year hnd tte value of the ates has 
been increasing St^dUy. 

8. Another sale-ileed relied on by the 
daimants was Ex.^-3, dated 22-4-1956. 
^ha rate according this sale-deed Is 


Ra SO per sq. yard. Though this sale- 
deed is nearer In date to the date in ques- 
tion* the court below did not take this 
as a basis as this is related to shopping 
locality though only one furlong from the 
acqidred site. The learned Government 
pleader’s objection to the Judgment 
of the court below on this aspect of the 
matter is that the court below ignored 
Exs. B-1 & B-2 dated 30-11-1953 and 15- 
4-1954 respectively which are much nearer 
in date to the (^teof acquMtionthanEz. 
A-1 dated 16-10-1950. 

9. We do not agree that these two sale- 
deeds relied on by the learned Govern- 
ment deader were not considered by the 
Court below. The court below refen^ to 
Ex. B-2 and stated that this is a vacant 
site and low-lying area and that on the 
site imder Ex. B-1 there are small huts. 
The rate for the site under Ex. J3-2 Is 
Rs. 8-6-0 per sq. yard and B-1 is Rs. 8. 

10. The Court below pointed out that 
the locality of the site In questlon^is a 
neat one unlike the locality of the 'sites 
covered by Exs. B-1 and B-2. The learned 
Judge was. therefore right in not proceed- 
ing on the ba^ of Exs. B-1 and B-2. In 
consider^g the adequacy of the amouof 
that has been awarded by a court or tri- 
bunal which has got to assess the exact 
amount, it is a well settled principle that 
an appellate court ought not to interfere 
except on the bads of a fundamental or 
radical error of principle made by the 
trial court (Vide decision In Venkamma v. 
Collector Wert Godavari. AIR 1950 Mad 
650. This dedsion was followed by this 
coxurt in Revenue Divisional Officer v, 
Appalaswami. AIR 1967 Andh pra 56). 

IL We are not satisfied that there has 
been any error on prindple justifying any 
Inlerfarepce by the appellate Court. On 
the other hand, we are of the opinion that 
the compensation awarded by the court 
below is just and reasonable in the dr- 
cinnstances of the case, 

12. The next contention which as has 
already been observed necessitated the re- 
ference to a Full Bench is tiiat inter^ can 
be awarded on the enhanced amount of 
the compensation awarded by the Court 
only from the date of the award. Thou^ 
It seems to have been argued before Mr. 
Justice Krishnarao that as the possession 
w^ taken only by the Munldpality under 
private negotiations and that the Govern- 
ment has not taken possession under the 
Act. no interest at all was payable by the 
Government for any period. The argument 
before us is that Interest should have been 
awarded from the date of the ewar^ To 
appreciate this contention it is necessary 
to set out the relevant provirtons of the 
Act. 

Section 16. 

^When the Collector has made an award 
nztder Section II he may possession 
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of the land, which shall thereupon vest 
absolutely in the Government fcee from 
all encumbrances.” 

Section 28: 

"If the sum which in the opinion of the 
court, the Collector ought to have award- 
ed as compensation is in excess of the 
sum which the Collector did award as 
compensation the award of the court may 
direct that the Collector shall pay intere^ 
on such excess at the rate of four per cent 
per annum from the date on which he 
took possession of the land to the date of 
payment of such excess into court” 

It Is therefore argued that Section 28 
directs the award of interest of the en- 
hanced compensation only from the date 
when the Collector took possession of the 
land to the date of payment of such ex- 
cess into corut It is argued that taking 
possession of the land under this section 
could only mean taking possession of the 
land in pursuance of or imder the Act 
and it is only from the date of taking 
such possession that interest becomes pay- 
able imder this section. Even though the 
Government according to the Government 
pleader, did not take possession of the 
land under the Act at any time it was 
submitted that having regard to Section 
(16 of the Act it must be deemed that the 
Government took possession of the land 
only, immediately after the Collector made 
the award ie. on 31-3-1958. We do not 
see any force in this submission. Section 
28 of the Act states that the Collector 
shall pay interest from the date on which 
he took possession of the land. It does 
not say that the collector should pay in- 
terest only from the date on which he 
takes possession under the Act. On a 
plain reading of the section it appears to 
us that the interest is payable from the 
date when the Collector takes possession, 
whether he takes possession under any of 
the provisions of the Act or by private 
negotiations or otherwise in anticipation of 
valid proceedings under the Act for the 
acquisition of the land in question. That 
section 28 of the Act has been so under- 
stood is also clear from the provisions of 
Chapter XXVI of the Land Acquisition 
Manual relating to payment of interest on 
the compensation awarded. Under para- 
graph 3 of the said Chapter it is stated 
as follows: 

"Independently of the Land Acquisition 
Act. it may become necessary to take 
possession of a land urgently . . . The- 
Officer entering upon the land should re- 
cord a statement from the owner agreeing 
to his entry. When he takes possession 
he should if possible obtain a further 
statement that the owner will not claim 
interest from the date of taking posses- 
sion. In cases in which the owner ^ 
dines to give such further statement, m- 
terest on the amoimt of compensation 
should be induded in the award," 
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Even assuming that the expression 'takmg 
possession of the land’ under Section 28 
of the Act, would only mean taking posses- 
sion of the land under or in pursuance of 
the Act we do not see any reason why 
the taking of possession of the land prior 
to the Land_ Acquisition proceedings with- 
out any objection by the owner (in this 
case by private negotiation with Ms con- 
sent) followed by valid proceedings under 
the Act should not be held to be taking 
possession of the land under the Act The 
Act does not prescribe when the Collector 
representing the Government should take 
possession of the land. Under Sec- 
tion 16 of the Act he may take possession 
after he has made an award, but there is 
nothing in that section or in any other 
provision of the Act, which prevents the 
Collector from taking possession of the 
land earlier with the consent of the 
owner. On the other hand there are nro- 
visions in the Act, for instance, S. 17 
which auhorises the Collector, in case of 
urgency to take possession of any waste 
or arable land needed for public purposes, 
after expiration of fifteen days from the 
publication of the notice mentioned in Sec- 
tion 9(1) of the Act The fact that on 30- 
11-1950 it was the Municipality that took 
possession and not the Government would 
not make any difference as the acquisition 
of the land by the Government was at 
the instance and for the purpose of the 
Municipality and it is also stated in the 
award that the cost of acquisition would 
be met from the amount deposited by 
the Municipality under Works Deposit in 
the name of the Revenue Divisional Offi- 
cer, Guntur. Therefore no distinction 
can be made between the possesdon of 
the Municipality and the possession ofl 
the Government in the circumstances ofl 
this case. 

13. At any rate we are of the opinion 
that interest is payable on equitable prin- 
ciples on file compensation amount from 
the date when the owner- was deprived 
of his possession on 30-11-1950. There is 
abundant authority which will be referr- 
ed to presently, for the award of interest 
from the date of taldng possession, even 
though the possession was taken long 
prior to the date of notification for acqui- 
sition or of the award. It is a weU esta- 
blished principle that on a contract for 
sale .and purchase of land, the purchaser 
has to pay interest on the purchase 
money from the date of taldng possession. 
This prindple is recognised by S. 55 (4) 
of the Transfer of Property Act, which 
states that where the ownership of the 
property has passed to the buyer he is 
Dound to pay interest on the purchase 
money or any part thereof remaining un- 
pdd from the date on which the posses- 
sion has been delivered. Even in cases 
to which S. 55 (4) (a) of the Transfer of ' 
Property Act is, in terms not applicable 
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it has been held that interest In payalde 
from the date of taking possession on 
equitable principles This in State v. A. P. 
Mills Co., AIR 1957 Andh Pra 34 where 
in anticipation of the transfer of the pro- 
perty the prospective buyer was put In 
possession of the propertv it was held that 
Se^ion 55 (4) (a) of the T. P. Act has no 
eppUcation as there was no compteled 
transfer Nevertheless it was held that 
the situation is governed by the equita- 
ble principle which requires the buyer 
to pay interest on his purchase money 
from the ^te of taking possession and 
which Is based on an implied agreement 
arising out of the fact of taking over pos- 
session without paying the consideration 
amount. The Division Bench consisting 
of Subbarao, C. J. (as he then was) and 
Bhimasankaram J.. pointed out that this 
principle is quite independent of the pro- 
visions of the Transfer of Property Act 
After referring to the English decisions 
on this subject, they pointed out that this 
equitable principle was applied In India 
under similar drcumstances In particular, 
they referred to the decision of the Privy 
Coundl in Ratanlal Chunilal v- Munidpal 
^nunissioner for the City of Bombay, 
ILR 43 Bom 181 - (AIR 1918 PC 129] 
where the Judldal Committee observed 
as follows; 

'Tile Board la of opinion that the right 
to mterest depends upon the following 
broad and clear consideration. Unless 
there be something in the contract of par* 
ties which necessarily imports the oppo- 
site. the date when one party enters into 
possession of the property of another is 
the proper date from which Interest on 
the unpaid price should run. On the one 
hand the new owner has possession, use 
and frmts. on the other the former owner, 
parting with these has interest on the 
price. This is sound la prindple and 
authority fully warrants It” 

The jsame jaiacipie holds .good lo the 
case of compulsory purchase also. la 
Inglewood Pulp Co. v. New Brunswidc 
Electric Power Commission. AIR 1928 
PC 287 possession was taken on 13-10- 
1920 in Pursuance of the NewBrunswidc 
Electric Power Act 1920. The award was 
made on the 30th October 1926. and on 
appeal from the award the Supreme 
Court of New Brunswick awarded in- 
terest from the date of taking possesrion 
i.e., from 13-10-1920. The allowance of 
interest from that date was question^ 
before the Privy CoundL Lord Warrington 
of Clyffee delivering the judgment of the 
Board stated as follows; 

"It is true that the appropriation under 
the Act in question Is not effected for 
private gain, but for the good of the 
public at large, but for all this the owner 
■ Is deprived of his property in this case as 
much as in the other, and the rule has 


long been accepted in the InterpretaQon 
of statutes that they are not to be held 
to deprive individuals of propertv with- 
out compensation unless the intention to 
do so is made quite clear. The statute In 
the present case contains nothing which 
indicates such an intention. The right to 
receive interest takes the place of the 
right to retain possession and is within 
the rule. 

The respondents In their case state that 
they expropriated the land on 13 10 1920. 
the date from which the appeal division 
directed the interest to be calculated and 
that date may be taken as correct ” 

In Vallabhadas v. Development Officer, 
Bandra. AIR 1929 PC 163 the Government 
took possession on 27-11-1919 and pro- 
ceeded to erect certain building without 
the necessary notification which was not 
served until 4 H-1920 when the Govern- 
ment notified under S 6 of the Act, a 
declaration that the land was required 
for a public purpose The main Question 
for consideration before their Lordships 
of the Privy Coundl was whether the ap- 
pellant was entitled to have the building 
erected by the Government Included In 
the valuation The Assistant Judge held 
that the appellant was not so entitled but 
that he was entitled to compensation for 
the occupation of the lands by the offid- 
els in 1919 before notification on 4-11- 
1920 and awarded such compensation in 
the form of interest on the value of the 
land computed from 27-11-1919 when the 
Government took possession Their Lord- 
ships of the Privy Council held that under 
the circumstances of this case the Gov- 
ernment Officials were in possession ‘not 
as mere trespassers’ but under such a 
colour of title that the buildings' erected 
by them on the land ought not to be in- 
duded in the valuation as having become 
the property of the landowner. Regard- 
ing interest they observed as follows: 

”the justice of the case was met by 
•holding that the appellant was entitled 
to a>jnpensat)on for the occupation of the 
land by the officials before the notifica- 
rion of 4-11-1920 which as before stated, 
was awarded in (he form of interest fa 
the value of the land computed from 27- 
11-1919 when the Government took pos- 
session.” 

14. It Is therefore seen that even fa 
the above case the Privy coundl eond- 
dered it just to award interest from th© 
dale of taking possession by the Govern- 
ment even though the award was passed 
much later. It is no doubt true, as sub- 
mitted by the Government Pleader lhaC 
there was no argument addressed on the 
right to award such interest from that 
date. But it is to be observed that their 
Lordships of the Privy ^undl did not 
consider the award of interest from the 
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'date of taking possession as opposed to 
the Provisions of the Act. 

15, In Revenue Divisional Officer v. 
•■yenkatarama, AIR 1936 Mad 199 the 
Subordinate Judge granted interest at 6% 
as compensation for the period of occupa- 
tion by the Public 'Works Department 
OfBcers prior to the award, that is, from 
16-1-1925 to 31-12-1927. In that case as 
urgent possession was required the con- 
sent of the owner had been obtained. It 
was contended before their Lordships 
that the award of interest was contrary 
to the provisions of the Act. After referr- 
' ffng to the decision of the Privy Council 
in AIR 1929 PC 163 their Lordships stat- 
Gd"— 

'That furnishes a precedent for the 
award of interest by way of compensa- 
tion in the circumstances which are very 
siinilar to the present case,” 

They observed — 

"As pointed out in 1928 A. C. 492 =’ 
fAIR 1928 PC 287) the right to receive 
interest takes the place of the right to 
retain possession. We think that the prin- 
ciple of those cases can, be applied to the 
present case. Section 34 of the Act says 
that the amount of compensation if not 
paid on or before taking possession of me 
land, shall carry interest at rate of b ii 
per annum from the time of taking pos- 
session until the compensation money is 
paii” 

Their Lordships added: 

"No doubt Section 34 contemplate an 
award having been made But the foun- 
dation of the section is tot when com- 
pensation is payable and has not bem 
paid, interest for non-payment must be 
given from the date of taldng posse^om 
Though this decision is wito repeat to 
interest awarded by the Officer ui^er 
Section 34 with regard to compensation 
awarded by him, we do not think th^ 
there is any difference in pnnaple be- 
tween the case of interest payable under 
section 34 of the Act. on the cornpenra- 
S awarded by the officer and the in- 
terest payable on the ^cess compensa- 
tion awarded by the court imder S. 28 ol 
the Act, as in both cases the language is 

similar. ,, t, 

IG. In Satinder Singh v. Umrao Singh, 
AIR 1961 SC 908 it was held that-— 
"Where the lands are acquired under 
the Land Acquisition Act and the claim- 
ants are awarded compensation, toe 
claimants are entitled to intere^, on toe 
amount of the compensation for me penou 
between the taking of the possession of 
the land by the Slate and the payment 
of compensation by it to the cla^ants. 

In that case a notification for the acqm- 
sition was made on 23iti March, 1948 but 
no action was taken in puisuance of the 
notification. Meanwhile the Punjab L^g^ 
ikture passed the East Punjab Requisition 


of Immovable Property {Temporary 
Powers) Act 48 of 1948. Under the pro- 
visions of that Act the (^vemment 
requisitioned the land in question for the 
purpose of resettling the persons who 
were likely to be evicted from their lands 
as a result of the construction of the new 
CapitaL It was contended that under 
this Act it was not permissible to award 
interest on the compensation and this con- 
tention was rejected by the High Court. 
Their Lordships of the Supreme Court, 
however held that there was nothing in 
the act which excludes the application of 
the general rule in the matter of pay- 
ment of interest. Discussing the generrf 
grounds and principles regarding award- 
ing of interest, their Lordships stated as 
follows: . 

""What then is the contention raised by 
the claimants? They contend that their 
immovable property has been acquired by 
the State and the State has taken posses- 
sion of it. Thus they have been depriv- 
ed of the right to receive the income 
from the property and there is a time lag 
between the taking of the possession by 
the State and the payment of compensa- 
tion by it to the claimants. During this 
period they have been deprived of the 
income of the property and they have 
not been able to receive interest from the 
amount of compensation. Stated broadly 
the act of taking possession of immova- 
ble property generally implies an agree- 
ment to pay interest on the value of the 
property and it is on this principle tot a 
claim for interest is made against the 


State.” ^ ^ 

Then they proceeded to refer to the deci- 
sions of the House of Lords and the Privy 
CouncU in Swift and Co. v. Board of 
Trade. 1925 AC 520. Birch v. Joy, (1852) 
3 HLC 565 and AIR 1928 PC 287 and 
observed: 

"It would thus be noticed that the 
claim for interest proceeds on the assum- 
ption that when the owner of immovable 
property loses possession of it he is en- 
titled to claim Interest in place of right 
to retain possession.” 

In Province of Bengal v. Pawn Kossen 
Law & Co.. AIR 1950 Cal 498 where the 
land was acquired under the Defence of 
India Act (1939) it was held that the arbi- 
trator can award interest to the person 
whose land has been acquired, on the 
price of the land and the interest will run 
from the date when the land is taken 
possession of till the date on which the 
Land Acquisition Collector draw's up tiie 
award and makes an offer to the persorr 

17. In Smt Swamamayi v. Land 
Acquisition Collector, AIR 1964 Orissa 
113 it was held that so far ns interest is 
concerned, it makes no difference whe- 
ther the possession Is taken under the 
Land Acquisition Act or indcp^dently 
of it In either case the owner becomes 



-268 A. P. iPrs, 17-203 Kev, Dim Officer Guntur v, Va^ddy (FBI A- LB. 


entitled to Interest on the bads of deTJri- 
vation of hb property without immediate 
payment of compensation. After referring 
to several of the decisions on this sul^ 
jeci their Lordships said— 

"The learned Advocate General argues 
that the State had taken possesaon of 
the acauired land in 1948 not under the 
Act and as such the claim for Interest is 
not tenable. This argument is not admis- 
sible and the matter is no longer res 
Integra. Authorities are one dded that 
even if possession is taken prior to the 
commencement of the land acaulsition 
proceedings the owner la entitled to in- 
terest from the date of taidng possession 
on the theory that it __ comes within the 
meaning of compensafion which is equi- 
valent of what the owner had been de- 
prived ot’* 

It is therefore dear from the catena ol 
deddons discussed above that the claim- 
ant is entitled to interest on equitable 
principles from the date he Is deprived 
of possesrion even If it be prior to the 
land acquisition proceedings. Reliance 
however is placed by the learned Gov- 
ernment Pleader on an imreported ded- 
»on of a Bench of this court in F. A. 
78/1 of 1956 D/. 23-8-1965 Andh Pra. In 
that case possesrion was taken In 1337 F. 
but proceedings under the Act were 
not however, taken till 13S1F. when 
the file was transferred to the Talu- 
kudar’s Office for that purpose. A 
declaration tinder Section 5 of the 
Hyderabad Land Acquisition Act (Cor- 
re^nding to S. 4 of fiie Act) was made 
on 7-7-1956 F. The learned Di^rict Judge 
awarded interest at 6% per anoum on 
the total compensation as found by him 
from the date of notification till the date 
of final payment -It was argued that the 
daimant was entitled to Interest from the 
date of taking possession. It was held by 
this court that under Section 29 of the 
Hyderabad Act (corresponding to S. 34 
of the Act) the claimant would be entitl- 
ed to interest only trcm the time of tak- 
ing po^ession under the Act, that though 
the Military authorities were already in 
possession, they must be deemed to have 
taken possession under the Act only on 
the date of notification hirt not earlier. 
Hence interest was awarded only from 
the date of notification. No arguments 
were addressed in that case that on 
equitable prindples based upon Implied 
agreement the daimant Is entitled to In- 
terest from the date of taking possession. 
The various dedsions of the Privy Coun- 
ril, the Supreme Court and of number of 
High Courts referred to above. In which 
it has been uniformly held that the claim- 
ant is entitled to Interest from the date 
when the Government take^ possession, 
even if it has been taken prl^ to Initia- 
tion of land acquisition proceedings, were 
not placed before this court, ^erefore 


this court had no occadon fo consider 
■whether interest should be awarded from 
the date of t a^n g xrossession on princf-' 
pies of justice and equity. 

18. Another decision relied on by the 
learned Government Pleader Is Hamber- 
ger V- R. D. O.. B^dar, 1964-2 Andh WR 
120 = (AIR 1964 Andh Pra 504). In that 
case the notification imder S. 4 of the 
Act was published on 7-10-1955 in res- 
pect of certain lands and buildings. They 
were already in possession of the Govern- 
ment from 1841 as the Mission Society 
which was the owner had leased the 
buildings on rent to the Government for 
a favourable rent of Rs. 200/- In that 
case it was held that the interest on en- 
hanced compensation given by the Subor- 
dinate Judge was payable from the data 
of award inasmuch as the possession as 
tenant must be deemed to have changed 
into possession of the Government as 
owner from that date, till the date of de- 
porit or realisation, as the case may be, 
The question of interest from the date 
ot compensation to the date of award was 
not considered or decided by this Court, 
ptesxunably because throughout that 
period the owner was getting rent from 
the Government There was therefore no 
question of deprivation of the possession 
by the land-owner without being compen- 
sated for such deprivation. This deci- 
sion cannot be treated as authority for 
the proposition that no interest is payable 
from the date of deprivation ot posses- 
sion. it possession Is taken prior to the 
pro(»edings xmder the Act. 

19. Having regard to the series ol 
dedrions referred to earlier to the effect 
that the daimant would be entitled to 
Interest from the date when he Is de- 
prived of his possession, even If it ba 
before the initiation of the proceedings 
under the Act we are ot the opinion that 
tte claimant In this case vrili be entitl- 
ed to interest as and from 30-11-1950. 

20. It was neaet argued that the rate of 
faterest is 4% and not 6%, Under ^’e- 
tion 28 of the Central Act, the rate of 
interest etipulated is 6% but by reason ot 
Madras Amendment (Madras Act 12/53) 
the interest payable Is 4% and the ail- 
ment that the rate should be 4% only Is 
based on this amendment. There is how- 
ever a proviso introduced by - the same 
amending Act to the following effect: 

"Provided that where such possesrion 
Is taken before the commencement of the 
Land Acquisition (Madras Amendment) 
Act 1953. the foregoing provision shall 
have effect es If for the rate of four per 
cent per annum specified therein, the rate 
of dx per cent per annum had been sub- 
stituted.” 

As possesrion was taken In this case on 
30-11-1950. that is before the commence- 
nieot of the emending A(^ It foUows that 
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the Tale of 6% awarded by the court be- 
low is correct. In any event as we have 
held that the interest is payable under 
prindples of equity from the date of 
taking possession, the rate of 6% which 
has always been regarded as just and 
equitable and has even been taken as the 
proper mte tmder the Ci^^ Procedure 
Code will in our opinion meet the ends 
of justice, 

21. It was then argued that this in- 
terest should be calculated on the value 
of the property as on the date of ta king 
possession, that is 30-11-1950. We have 
held that interest is payable on equita- 
ble principles by way of compensation for 
deprivation of possession without pay- 
ment of the value thereof. In order to give 
effect to that principle completely perhaps 
the logical and proper course would be 
to calculate the value at the end of each 
year and award interest thereon up to the 
date of payment That result is achieved 
in effect by the grant of interest on the 
value as on the date of acquisition, that 
is 1956 which is somewhere midway be- 
tween taking possession and the award of 
compensation, and calculating interest at 
67 o on that date, 

22. For all the reasons stated above, 
we are of the opinion that the judgment 
of the court below is correct in every 
respect and the appeal is therefore dis- 
missed with costs. 

Appeal (hsmissed. 
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Letters Patent Appeal No. 54 of 1965. 
D/- 11-4-1969, against order of High Court. 
Hyderabad, in A. A A O. No, 48 of 1963. 
D/. 20-10-1964. 

Limilalion Act (1908). Art. 182 (2) — 
Two or more decrees passed on different 
dates in a single suit — Appeal against 
only one of tliem — Decrees from which 
no appeal is filed are also covered by 
Article 182 (2). 

Where two distinct decrees are passed 
in a suit and an appeal is preferred 
against only one of them, then the ap- 
peal can be said to be against a portion 
of the decree in a suit and the_ final 
decree in such appeal wiU save limita- 
tion for execution of the otlier decree, 
from which no appeal, was filed under 
Art. 182 (2) of the Limitation Act. It is 
now fairly established that though an 
appeal is preferred in respect of only a 
part of a decre e, limltaticin is saved as 
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regards the entire decree. The principles 
upon which appeal against a portion of 
the decree are held to save limitation in 
respect of the portion not appealed, must 
necessarily and logically apply to cases 
where more than one decrees are passed 
in one suit Two or more' decrees pass- 
ed on different dates in a single suit are 
merely two or more stages where dif- 
ferent reliefs are granted by the Court 
to the party. They supplement each other 
and ultimately culminate into a single 
decree disposing of the whole suit Any 
appeal filed against anyone of such 
decrees would place the entire suit to- 
gether with other decrees not appealed 
before the appeUaJe court where the suit 
shall be reheard and suitable orders pass- 
ed. Such an appeal would directly and 
immediately be connected with the 
decrees not appealed. Such an appeal 
therefore must be considered as having 
direct and immediate connection with the 
decree under execution. The test whe- 
ther the whole decree whether compo- 
site or passed separately is imperilled by 
appeal or not will be relevant When no 
difficulty can be found in cases of pre- 
liminary and final decrees or cases where 
two decrees are passed on two different 
dates against two different defendanli. 
in applying clause (2) of Article 182. then 
the same principle can be applied to 
cases where in a single suit two decrees 
are passed on two different dates and 
in such cases also, under clause (2) of 
Art 182 limitation will run from the date 
of the final decree passed in appeal, Casa 
law discussed. 

(Paras 23. 29J 
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(1903) ILH 26 Mad 91 (FB). Krist- 
nama Chariar v. Mangammal 25 
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GOPAL RAO EKBOTE. The aaes- 
tion which has to he answered in tMs 
I^etters Patent Appeal, is, where two dis- 
tinct decrees are passed in a suit and an 
appeal is preferred against only one of 
them, can it be said that it Is an appeal 
against a portion of the decree in a suit 
and the final decree in such appeal would 
save limitation for execution of the other 
decree from which no appeal was Oled 
under Article 182 (2) of the Indian limi- 
tation Act. 1908. 

2. The facts which ^ve rise to this 
problem may briefly be stated The ap- 
pdlant £U^ O. S. No. 479 of 1944 for 
possession of about 1 acre and 60 cents of 
land and in the alternative for partiflon 
of the same Into three eauai shares and 
for separate possession of one such share. 
The 1st defendant in the suit is the plain- 
tilfs father and the 2od defendant is his 
only brother. The 3rd defendant obtain- 
ed a sale deed D/- 14-6-1944 from the 1st 
defendant for a consideration of Rupees 
ISOO/-. The plaintiff contended that the 
sale was not binding on him. 

3. On 31-3-1947. a preliminary decree 
was passed by the trial Court declaring 
that the plaintiff is entitled to a one-third 
share in the suit property. It directed 
the appointment of a Commissioner to 
partition of the properties into three 
equal shares and for delivery of posses- 
rion of one such share to the plaintilL It 
further ordered that the plaintiff was en- 
titled to mesne profits calculated at 3 
bags on his share from defendants 1 to 3. 
It also directed that the future mesne 
profits would be determined on a sepa- 
rate application. 

4. The 3rd defendant carried the mat- 
ter in appeal to the Subordinate Judge’s 
Court Macbil'ffata2iu. 7^ pliLoHJ/ 

a memorandum of cross-objections. The 
learned Subordinate Judge held that the 
property sold to the 3rd defendant was 
the self-acquired property of the father 
of the 1 st defendant. He therefore allow- 
ed the appeal and dismissed the memo- 
randum of cross-objections. The plain- 
tiff then filed Second Appeal No. 1572 of 
1949 in the High Court. The High Court 
allowed the Appeal on 1-7-1955 and res- 
tored the decree of the trial Court. The 
preliminary decree passed by the trial 
Court was thus finally upheld. 

5. After the second appeal was dis- 
posed of. the plaintiff fil^ two applica- 
tions in the trial Court L A No. 25M of 
1955 was filed to partition the pr o pe r ty 
according to the preliminary decree and 
to allot two shares to the plaintiff on 
the ground that he became entitled to 
the 2nd defendant’s share as the de- 
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fendant the plaintiffs mother as well as 
the 1st defendant, had died during the 
pendency of the second appeal. 

6. The second application was L A. 
No. 2320 of 1955 for the ascertainment of 
mesne profits of the two third share be- 
lont^g to the plaintiff. Since the 3rd 
defendant was set ex parte, the decree for 
mesne profits was passed in favour of the 
plaintiff on 2-1 1956. 

7. The 3rd defendant filed an applica- 
tion to set aside the said ex parte decree 
passed for mesne profits It was. how- 
ever, dismissed- C. R P No 1372 of 1956 
filed against that order refuting to ^ 
atide the ex parte decree was also dis- 
missed by the High Court on 26-9-1958. 

8. In the meanwhile L A. No 2532 of 
1955 was allowed and a final decree al- 
lotting two one-third shares to the plain- 
tiff on 23-2-1956 was passed The 3rd 
defendant filed A. S No 65 of 1956 in 
the Subordinate Judge’s Court MachiU- 
patnam ^allenging this final decree *1716 
appeal was however dismissed on 21-3- 
1957. Second Appeal No. 992 of 1957 was 
then filed by the 3rd defendant in the 
High Court. Manoher Pershad J. dismiss- 
ed the said second appeal on 15-2>1961. 

9. The decree-holder appellant filed 
E. A. No. 1424 of 1969 asking the Court 
to transmit the decree for mesne profits 
to the District Munsifs Court. Avanigadda 
for execution alleging that the Judgment j 
debtor’s properties which he intends to 
sell are situated within the jurisdiction 
of the Ayanicadda Court. On an objection 
regarding limitation raised by the ludg- 
ment-debtor. the District ilunsif disnlss* 
ed the application as time barred and 
refused to transmit the decree. He thought 
that the case is governed by Article 182 
(1) of the Limitation Act. As the decree 
•was passed on 2-1-1956 end the E. A. 
was filed on 24-9-1960 after more than 
three years, the District Muntif found the 
E. A. to be statute-baiTwl. 

lit Tfie cfecree-fiofrfer fi/erf A S. 
No. 65 of 1961 in the District Court. Kri- 
shna. It was subsequently transferred 
to the Subordinate Judge’s Court, MacW- 
lipataam where it was numbered as A. S. 
No. 12 of 1961. 

JL The itamed Subordinate Judge 
held that the case is governed by Arti- 
cle 182 {21 of the Limitation Act. The 
period of limitation would therefore com- 
mence from 15-2-1961 when the second 
appeal No. 992 of 1957 was dismissed by 
the High Court He found therefore the 
£. A. within limitation and allowed the 
appeal. 

12. a M. S. A-No 48of J.963 was then 
filed by the 3rd Judgment-debtor. Chan- 
drasekhara Sastry, J. allowed the appeal 
by his judgment dat^ 20-11-1964. He 
held that the case comes under the first 
clause of column 3 of Article 182. The 
£. A. therefore is barred by limitation. It 
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fe ms judpwient from which the decree- 13. Article 182 in so far as it is rde- 
holder has appealed. vant reads as follows: 


Description of 
application. 


Period^ of Time from •which x>eriod begins 

limitation. to run. 


182.— For the execution of a 
decree Or order of any 
Civil Court not pro- 
■vided for by Art. 
or by S. 48 of the 
Code of Civil Proce- 
dure, 1908. 


Three years, or where a 
certified copy of the 
decree or order has 
been re^tered, sue 

year to* 


(1) The date of the decree or order, or 

(2) Where there has been an appeal the date of 
toe final decree or order of the Appellate 
Court, or the withdrawal of the appeal, or 


14. A reading of this Article would in- 
dicate that it deals with an application for 
the execution of a decree not pro-irided 
for by Article 183 or by Section 48, 
C. P. C. Column 3 gives different dates 
from which the period of limitation be- 
gins to run for execution petitions. The 
first clause refers to a date which is the 
date of the decree, the execution of which 
is sought Clauses 2, 3 and 4 provide for 
cases where there have been proceedings 
directly connected with the decree referr- 
ed to in clause 1. The three contingencies 
provided are: (a) where there has been 
an appeal (bl where there has been a re- 
view of judgment; and (c) where the 
decree has been amended. The three dif- 
ferent proceedings contemplated obvious- 
ly are proceedings taken after the passing 
of the decree. While it may be stated 
that clauses 3 and 4 refer to the decree 
mentioned in clause 1. there has been 
some controversy as to whether the ap- 
pellate decree mentioned in clause (2) re- 
fers to the decree for the execution of 
which the application is filed as mention- 
ed in dause (Il- 
ls. It has, however been held 
that "When the review and amendment 
which result in postponing the starting 
point of limitation have a direct connec- 
tion with the original decree or order, 
the appeal mentioned in clause (21 must 
likewise be directly connected with the 
original decree or order" Vide Sivarama- 
chari v. Anjaneya, AIR 1951 Mad 962 (FB). 

16. Ee-viexving certain authorities. Raja- 
mannar. C. J. in the above said judgment 
observed at page 965 as follows: 

"The preponderance of authority in the 
several Courts was therefore that the ap- 
peal referred to in CL (2) . of column 3 of 
Art 182 must be confined to an appeal 
against the decree in the suit and not ex- 
tended to an appeal from any interlocu- 
tory order in the suit or an appeal in any 
collateral proceeding.” 

The learned Chief Justice at page 967 
concluded thus: 

"In my opinion that word (appeal} which 
Is no doubt a general word must bear a 
meaning re.stricted by its context and the 
meaning that I would give to it is 'an .ap- 
peal from a decree or order of the 
nature mentioned in els. 1, 3 and 4 that is 


to say, an appeal from the original decree 
or order, an appeal from a decree follow- 
ing a review of judgment, and an appeal 
from an amended - decree.’ The true test 
is that the decree of the appellate Court 
in the appeal must be the decree which is 
sought to be executed.” 

17. In Nagendra Natli v. Suresh. AEff 
1932 PC 165. A and B were co-mortga- 
gees under a mortgage. A brought a suit 
on the mortgage claiming that B bad as- 
signed his interest in the mortgage to 
him. This claim was overruled and a 
decree for sale was passed in which it 
was pro'vided that B was entitled to re- 
ceive a certain amount from the sale pro- 
ceeds of the mortgage, property. A ap- 
pe^ed against B in respect of this pro- 
vision in the decree. The judgment-deb- 
tor was not joined as a party to this ap- 
peal The appeal was dismissed Then 
B applied for execution of the mortgage 
decree. It was contended that limitation 
for the application ran not from the date 
of the dismissal of the appeal but from 
the date of the original decree. The con- 
tention was based inter alia on tlie fol- 
lowing two grounds: (1) That an 
appeal in order to save limitation 
under clause (2) of Article 182 must 
be one to which the person affected, that 
is the judgment-debtors were parties; and 
(2) that it must also be one in which tlie 
whole decree was imperilled. Tlieir Lord- 
ships of the Privy Council in repelling 
these contentions observed tliat the ques- 
tions raised had been the subject of much 
difference of opinion in India. After re- 
ferring to certain decisions to illustrate 
their statement, their Lordships proceed- 
ed as follows: 

"Their Lordships think that nothing 
would be gained by discussing these vary- 
ing authorities in detail They think thaf 
the question must bo decided upon the 
plain words of the article "wiiere there 
has been an appeal”, time Is to run from 
the date of the decree of the appellate 
Court There is. in their Lordship.";' opi- 
nion. no warrant for rending info the 
words quoted any qualification either as 
to the character of the appeal or as to the 
parties to il the words mean just whaf 
they say. The fixation of period.": of limi- 
tation must always be to some extent arbf- 
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trary, and may frequently result In hard- 
ship. But- in construing such pro^aons 
equitable considerations are out of place, 
and the strict grammatical meaning of the 
\Pords is. their Lordships think, the only 
safe guide. It is at least an intelli^ble 
rule that so long as there is any quftstioa 
Bub 3udice between any of the parties those 
afferied shall not be compell^ to pursue 
the so often thorny path of execution 
which, if the final result is against them, 
may lead to no advantage. Nor in sudi 
a case as this is the judgment-debtor pre- 
judiced. He may indeed obUun the boon 
of delay, which is so dear to debtors, and 
If he is virtuously inclined there is noth- 
ing to prevent paying what be owes 
into Court- But whether there be or be 
not a theoretical justification for the pro- 
virion in question, their Lordships think 
that Ae wor^ of the article are plaire, and 
that there having been in the present case 
an appeal from the mortgage decree of 
24th June 1920. time only ran against the 
appellants from 24th Augiist 1922. the 
date of the appellate Court's decree.** 

18. In Bhawanipore Banking Corpora- 
tion V. Court S tiapk^r , AIR 19SQ SC 6 the 
facts were that on 21-8-1940 a preliminary 
mortgage decree was passed ex parte. On 
ISth September 1940 the judgment-debtor 
made an appUcation under O. IX R. 13. 
C. P. C. for setting aride the ex parte 
decree. But this appUcalon was rejected 
on 7th June, 1941. On 11th July, 1941 the 
judgment-debtor filed an application 
xmder Section 36 of the Bengal Money- 
lenders Act for re-opening the prelindnary 
decree, but this appUcation was dismissed 
lor default on 20-12-194L Thereafter a 
final decree was passed on 22-12-1S4L The 
judgment-debtor then made an eppUcalion 
under Order IX Rule 9, C P. C for the 
restoration of the proceedizigs under Sec- 
tion 36, Money-lenders Act It was dis- 
missed on 1-6-1942. The judgment-deb- 
tor then filed an appeal to the High Court 
which was ffismfasecf to <fe&uft on 3-T- 
1944. On 9-4-1945 an application for ex- 
ecuting the decree against the orudnal 
judgment-debtor vriio had died by then 
was filed. It was dismissed for default 
on 11-5-1945. On 2-6-1945, another execu- 
tion petition was filed which gave rise to 
the appeal before the Supreme Court 

19. Rejecting the contention that tiie 
case was covert by dause (3) of Article 
182, their Lordships rejected the conten- 
tion with regard to clause (2) also. The 
contention was that the case is covered 
by clause (2) on the ground that even 
though no appeal wag preferred from the 
final mortgage decree, the words "WhCTe 
there has been an appeal” are comprehen- 
sive enough to Include In that case the 
appeal from the order di<nTiiR«nng the ap* 
xiication under Order IX Rule 9, C. P. C. 
made In connection xrith the proceedings 


J. V. Subba Rao (Bkbote J.] A.LR. 
under Section 36 of the Money-lenders 
Act. Their Lordships said: 

"This argument tilso is a highly far- 
fetched one, because the expresrion Vhere 
there has been an appeal' must be read 
with the words in CoL 1 of Art. 182. viz. 
for the execution of a decree or order of 
any Civil Court......and however broadly 

we may construe it, it carmot be held to 
cover an appeal from an order which is 

E ssed in a collateral proceeding or whidi 
s no direct or immediate connection 
with the decree under execution.” 

20- From the above said three ded- 
mons which constitute important land- 
marks in the interpretation of Artide 182, 
dauses fl) and (2), the following condu- 
rions emerge, (1) The word 'appeal' in 
clause (2). ^though a general word, must 
hear a meaning restricted by its context. 

It means an appeal from a decree of the 
nature mentioned in clauses (1). (3) and 
(4). (2) The true test is that the decree 
of the appellate court in the appeal must 
be the decree which is sought to be ex- 
ecuted. (3) There is no warrant for read- 
ing into the words of clause f2) any quali- 
fication either as to the diameter of the 
appeal or as to the parties to it The 
words mean just what they say. (4) How- 
ever broadly the words of dame (2) are 
construed, they cannot cover an appeal 
from a decree or order which Is pass^ In 
a collateral proceeding or Is filed from / 
any Interlocutory order made in the suit/ 
(5) If the appeal has a direct or immediate 
connection with the decree under execu- 
tion. such an appeal would come within 
the purview of dause (2), 

2L Bearing in nund these condurions. 

If we look at the present case, it would be 
evident that S. A. No. 992 of 1957 had not 
arisen out of any interlocutory order or 
out of an order made in a collateral pro- 
ceeding. It arose out of a final decree 
lor partition passed in the same suit in 
whidi suit the decree for mesne profits 
was also nassad Tnhich ss-jv Ss scustf to he 
executed- The question which then 
arises is whether the decree In execution 
is a decree which is referable to daxises 
1. 3 and 4 of Article 182 and whether 
S. A. 992 of 1957 has a direct or imme- 
diate connection with the decree under ex- 
ecution. 

22. Before we give any answer to this 
question it seems to us quite relevant to 
mention that although appeal did not in 
several cases arise directly out of the 
decree sought to be ejrecuted. nevertheless _ 
because of the combination of conclurions 
Nos. 1 . 2 and 5 mentioned above, it has 
been repeatedly held that daxise (2) of 
Artide 182 would apply even to such 
cases. We propose to mention a few of 
such examples, 

23. AIR 1951 Mad 962 (FB) Itself pro* 
^des a prominent instance. In that case 
ft Is agreed that In cases where there has 
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heard in respect ol those charges against 
him and where it is proposed, after in- 
quiry, to impose on him any such penal- 
ty, until he has been given a reasonable 
opportunity of making representation on 
the penalty proposed, but only on the 
basis of Ihe evidence adduced during 
such inquiry.” 

The 15 th Amendment enwsages two 
methods of notice and such notices must, 
therefore, be required to be served when 
an inquiry is held. The inquiry can be 
dispensed with only imder provisos (a), 
(b) and (c). The amended proviso (c) of 
clause (2) runs as follows: 

"Provided that this clause shall not ap- 
ply— 

»«»<!* 


(c) where the President or Governor, 
as the cas*e may be, is satisfied that in 
the interest of the security of the State 
it is not expedient to hold such inquiry.” 
The Governor in terms of this proviso 
may dispense with an inquiry as contem- 
plated hy clause (2) if he is satisfied that 
inquiry should not be embarked upon in 
the interest of the security of the State. 
In the instant case we have already 
diown from the order , of the Governor 
quoted before, that he was satisfied under 
proviso (c) of clause (2) of Article 311 of 
the Constitution that in the interest of 
the security of the State it_ y/as not ex- 
pedient to give to the petitioner Zatia 
an opportunity to show cause against the 
action proposed to be taken. It appears 
to us that the Governor’s satisfaction as 
to proviso fc) after the 15th Amendment 
was not, on the face of the order, com- 
plied with, but it seems that such an 
order was passed on the basis of proviso 
(cl of Clause (2), which existed prior to 
the 15th Amendment. It is provided 
therein that clause (2) shall not apply 

"where the President^ or GovemOT. ^ 
the case may be, is satisfied that in_ the 
interest of the security of the State it is 
not expedient to give that person such 
an opportunity”. 

The latter part of the ,^vernor s order 
quotes this proviso, although the loth 
Amendment was in existence at the time 
when the impugned order by the Gover- 
nor was passed. 

Accordingly if we may say so, this v as 
done inadvertently by *e 
had drawn up the order. V/lwther it was 
done advertently or inadverten^ is not 
a question for us to decide. IJe order 
on the face of it purports to shotv that 
presumably in the first instance an m- 
Quiry was ordered to be made, m wrucn 
notice as per terms of the 
clause (2) is required to be sensed _ and th- 
second show' cause notice w^as dimensed 
with in -the interest of the security of 
the State. This however cannot be the 
position in law' inwew'ofthe clear terms 
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of the amended clause and the Gover- 
nor’s satisfaction must be the satisfaction 
to the effect that no inquiry was neces- 
sary as contemplated by Article 311 (2). 
From the order it does not appear that 
resort to proviso (c) was taken as stated 
above. 

5. Mr. G. Talukdar, appearing for the 
State has argued that the condition of 
holding an inquiry as laid down in clause 
(2) of Article 311 is required to be dis- 
pensed with under proviso (c). It is also 
stated that it was absolutely incorrect to 
say that the Governor's order only exempts 
the requirement of giving an oppor- 
tunity to show cause against the action 
proposed to be taken and does not exempt 
the holding of the inquiry. He further 
contends that when the proviso (c) 
cl. (2) of Article 311 of the Constitution 
has been clearly mentioned in the second 
paragraph of the order, that would impli- 
edly show that the Government dispens- 
ed with the inquiry and the expression 
"an opportunity to show cause against 
the action proposed to be taken in regard 
to him as stated above”, is a superfluity 
and does not in any way affect the satis- 
faction of the Governor that no inquiry 
was to be made, 

6. Upon hearing the learned cotmsel 
of both the sides it appears to us that 
as long as the Governor acted in good 
faith, his satisfaction cannot be determin- 
ed by this Court by any objective test and 
inquired into by it. There is no dispute 
about this proposition of law. But we 
are concerned to see whether the true 
letters of the Constitution have been fol- 
lowed by the Governor in passing the 
impugned order. We have already stated 
that this order prima facie purports to 
show that in the first instance an op- 
portunity was given to the petitioner to 
show cause, but in the interest of public 
security the second show cause notice 
was dispensed wdth. This is not the 
spirit of proviso (c) of clause (2) of Arti- 
de 311 and as such since we find that 
the constitutional provisions have not 
been adopted regarding the satisfaction 
of the Governor under proviso (c) (ibid), 
we cannot say that by implication It 
should be deemed to have been passed 
imder this clause. 

7. In this connection Mr. J. P, Bhatta- 
charjee appearing for Mr. D. M. Sen has 
referred us to the decision of the Supreme 
Court reported in AIR 19CG SC 740. Ram 
Manohar Lohia v. State of Bihar. The 
ratio of the decision in the matter of 
Rule 30 (1) (b) of the Defence of India 
Rules is that 'law and order’ cannot 
mean the same thing as 'public order’ as 
used in the impugned order stated in 
that decision and as such the only course 
open to the court was to hold that the 
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rules were not etrictly observed and the 
order did not justify detention. As for 
the pxirpose of justifying the detentirai, 
such compliance with the rule by itsdf 
was enough, a non-compliance necessari- 
ly had a contrary effect. We may Quote 
the relevant observation as stated at 
paragraph 11 of the judgment: — 

"I am not impressed by the argument 
that the reference in the detention order 
to R. 30 (1) (b) shows that by law and 
order what was meant was public order. 
That is a most misdiievous way of ap- 
proaching the question. If that were 
right, a reference to the rule in the order 
might equally justify all other errors in 
it. Indeed it might with almost equal 
justification then be said that a reference 
to the rule and an order of detention 
would be enough. That being so, the 
only course open to ua is to hold that the 
rules have not been strictly observed. If 
for the purpose of justifying the deten- 
tion such compliance by itself Is enough, 
a non-compliance must have a contrary 
effect” 

From this decision it ts absolutely clear 
that mere reference to proviso (c) of 
clause (3) of Article 311 and inappropri- 
ate application of the old claxue and the 
proviso, cannot Impliedly show that the 
Governor had his satisfaction regarding 
dispensing with the inquiry, and unless 
the provisions of the Constitution in their 
true letters are complied with in the 
order itself, we may conclude that the 
Governor's satisfaction in tills regard 
was not obtained Therefore, the argu- 
ment of Mr. Talukdar that menUon of 
the aforesaid proviso is enough, cannot 
stand and we consider that it is of no 
substance. 

8. In the above premises we are of 
opinion that since the constitutional pro- 
vmon regarding satisfaction of the Gover- 
nor under proviso (c) of clause (2) of 
Article 311 of the Constitution was not 
recorded, the impugned order and the 
subsequent orders as passed hy the Supe- 
rintendent of Police dismissing the peti- 
tioner cannot have any legal validity. We 
accordingly quash the order passed by 
the Governor as per Annexure ’1’ of the 
petition and direct that the petitioner 
shall be deemed to be continuing in his 
appointment as a Constable from the date 
of the order of his dismissal by the 
Superintendent of Police. We. however, 
observe that the petitioner may be pro- 
ceeded against afresh, if so advised, ac- 
cording to law. The rule is made abso- 
lute in the above terms with costs, advo- 
cate’s fee being assessed at Rs. 100 (one 
hundred). 

9. Civil Rule No. 8/69 Is disposed of 
in terms of our order in Civil Rule No. 
7/69 above. The peUtioner Ch^buuga 


Board of Revenue ' A.LB. 

will get costs, advocate’s fee being assess- 
ed at Rs. 100 (one himdred). 

10. S. K. DUTTA. C. J.; I agree. 

Rule made absolute. 


Am 1970 ASSAM & NAGALAND 82 
(V 57 C 18) 

P. K. GOSWAMI AND i 

M. C. PATHAK, JJ. 

Abdul Gani Sarkar, Petitioner v. Assam 
Board of Revenue and others. Respon- 
dents. 

Civil Rule No. 221 of 1968. D/- 20-6- 
1969. 

(A) Tenancy Laws — Assam Land and 
Revenue Regulation (1 of 1886) Ss. 81 
and 151 — Application under — Limita- 
tion — Application under S, 151 held not 
batted though filed after expiry of three 
years from date of sale — Section 151 
gives wide power to Board and could be 
invoked in appropriate ease — Question 
of limitation would not affect jurbdiction 
of Board. {Para 3) 

(6) Tenancy Laws ~ Assam Load and 
Revenne Regulation (1 of 1886), Ss. 70 
and 91 — ApplitabUity — Default of rent 
in respect of annual patta lands — Sale 
can neither be under S. 70 nor of non- 
defaulting estate under S, 91. 

The defaulting estate, which Is liable 
to be sold under section 70. must be.-' 
either a permanently settled estate or an 
estate in which the settlement-holder has 
a )>ermanent, heritable and traxisferable 
right of use and occupancy, ^ere the 
defaulting estate is a land covered by 
annual patta, there is no permanent, heri- 
table and transferable right of use and 
occupancy with regard to this land. Sale 
cannot, therefore, be held under the pro- 
vision of Section 70. Nor can sale take 
place of a non-defaulting estate for ar- 
rears of rent of an annual patta land under 
S. 91. Section 91 must relate to three 
earlier processes in Chapter V. Those are 
to be found under Sections 69. 69A and 
70. Any of the foregoing processes men- 
tioned in S. 91 mean whichever processes 
are applicable when the Deputy Commls- 
rioner wants to use them. In other words, 
with respect to the defaulting estate the 
Deputy Commissioner must be In a posi- 
tion to use all the three foregoing pro- 
cesses under Sg. 69, 69A and 70. Since, 
however. Section 70 cannot be invoked 
because the land is an annual patta land, 
it is clear that Section 91 cannot apply to 
annual patta land where the section can- 
not be invoked. (Paras 5 & 6) 

S. N. Chaudhury. for Petitioner; B. C. 
Barua, Advocate General, for State; A, 
R. Kalita, for Respondents Nos. 2 to 9, 
GOSWAMI, J.; This Rule was obtained 
against the order of the Board of Rev^ 
J2a/LM/E593/69/GMJ/B 
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nue allowing the application of the res- 
I»ndents under section 81 read with sec- 
tion 151 of the Assam Land and Reve- 
nue Regulation, hereinafter called 'the 
, Regulation’. 

2. The respondents’ case before the 
Board was that they purchased by regis- 
tered sale deed some time in 1961 the 
periodic patta lands of the defaulting 
pattadar who had defaulted in respect of 
two annual patta lands covered by an- 
nual pattas 144 and 127, respectively. 
’There was default with regard to land 
revenue of these annual pattas for the 
years 1366 and 1367-68 R S., respective- 
ly. Attempt to attach and sell the mova- 
bles of the defaulting pattadar was 
abortive. It is rather intriguing and 
curious that a defaulting pattadar, who 
owned as much as 19 Bighas of periodic 
patta land and was in a position to sell 
it in 1961 for Rs. 8000/- and odd. was not 
found to be owning sufficient movables 
to meet the demand of land revenue of 
about Rs. 49/- or so. At any rate, after 
the attempt to sell the movables failed, 
the Deputy Commissioner sold the peri- 
odic patta land of the defaulting pattadar 
under section 70 of the Regulation. The 
purchasers of the periodic patta land, 
who are the respondents herein, applied 
to the Board as noted above and secured 
the impugned order in their favour. 

3. Mr. Chaudhury, the learned Coun- 
sel for the petitioner, questions this order 
of the Board on the ground of main- 
tainability of the petition imder S. 81 of 
the . Regulation before the Board after 
the expiry of one year, which is the time 
limit mentioned in section 81. The peti- 
tion before the Board was filed on 9-12- 
66 when at the time of admission the 
question of limitation was left open by 
the Member who admitted the same. 
Since, however, the petition was also 
purported to be one under Section 151 of 
the Regulation, finally the Board dealt 
with it as a petition under Section 151 
and passed the impugned order. Mr. 
Chaudhurj' submits that no petition 
under section 151 of the Regulation was 
maintainable after the expiry of three 
years from' the date of the sale. _ as in 
this case. It is sufficient to point out 
that there is no question of limitation 
imder section 151 .of the Regulation, 
which we may read: 

. "151. The Board, a Deputy Commis- 
sioner, a Settlement Officer and a Survey 
Officer may call for the proceedings held 
by any officer subordinate to it or him, 
and pass such orders thereon as it or he 
thinks Rt.” 

This is sufficiently a wide power and 
could be invoked in an appropriate case 
and the question of limitation would 
Bilcct the jurisdiction of the Board. The 


objection on this score is, therefore, 
without foundation. 

_ 4. The Board took the view that Sec- 
tion 70 could not be invoked in selling 
the estate in cjuestion as the arrears 
were in respect of an estate which was 
imt the defaulting estate. According to 
the learned Board, Section 91 of the 
Regulation was the appropriate section 
and since there are two different proce- 
dures laid down for sale under the two 
sections namely. Sections 70 and 91. the 
one adopted by the Deputy Commissioner 
was not applicable in the case of an 
estate which is not the defaulting estate. 
This matter was heard earlier and we 
thought that we should hear the State in 
connection with the applicability of 
Section 91 of the Regulation since that 
section has been held by the Board which 
is the highest revenue authority in the 
State, to be applicable in a case of this 
description, and we gave notice to the 
State and wanted to hear the learned 
Advocate-General who is now in attend- 
ance. 

5. The question that arises for 
consideration is whether this auction sale 
which was held is permissible under 
section 70 of the Regulation. The ans- 
wer would be clear by reading the sec- 
tion itself 

"70. When an arrear has accrued In 
respect of a permanently-settled estate or 
of an estate in which the settlement- 
holder has a permanent, heritable and 
transferable right of use and occupancy, 
the Deputy Commissioner may sell the 
estate by auction: 

Provided that — 

* • * • » 

It is absolutely clear from a mere read- 
ing of section 70 that the defaulting 
estate, which is liable to be sold imder 
section 70, must be either a permanent- 
ly-settled estate or an estate in which the 
settlement-holder has a permanent, heri- 
table and transferable right of use and 
occupancy. The defaulting estate in the 
instant case being land covered by annual 
patta, there is no permanent, heritable 
and transferable right of use and oc- 
cupancy with regard to these lands. It 
is, therefore dear that sale could not be 
held under the provision of section 70 of 
the Regulation, and, as such, the entire 
prccee^gs of sale are void. 

6. Next question is whether the Board 
is correct in further stating that S. 91 
of the Regulation was applicable in a 
case of this description and as the proce- 
dure relating to sale of estates for realisa- 
tion of arrears of land revenue has not 
been complied uith, the order is liable 
to be set aside. We may read S. 91 (1): 

"91. (1) If an arrear cannot be re- 
covered by any of the foregoing pro- 
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cesses, and the defaulter is in possesaon 
of any immoveable property, other than 
the estate in respect of which the arrear 
has accrued, the Deputy Ccmmissicjner 
may proceed against any of that other 
property situate within his district ac- 
cording to the law for the time being in 
force for the attachment and sale of im- 
moveable property under the decree of 
a Civil Court.” 

We have heard the learned Advocate 
General on the question whether S. 91 
can at all be invoked in dealing with 
cases of default in respect of annual patta 
land. The learned Advocate General 
contends that on terms this section would 
apply to both the annual patta land as 
well as periodic patta land. We have 
given our anadous consideraUon to this 
submission, but bearing in mind the lan- 
guage of section 91 and particularly the 
pro^dsion that this section would be ap- 
plicable o^y after the foregmng pro- 
cesses had failed,, we are of the opinion 
that the defaulting estate, which is con- 
templated under section 91, cannot refer 
to an annual patta land. The foregoing 
processes mentioned in Section 91 must 
relate to three earlier processes in Chap- 
ter V, Those are to be found under Sec- 
tions 69, 69A and 70. The learned Advo- 
cate General concedes that section 70 is 
not applicable when the arrears are in 
respect of annual patta land. We have, 
therefore, to consider whether when any 
ol the three processes are not available, 
if the Deputy CommissioneT intends to 
use ^em in respect of a particular de- 
faiil ting estate, section 9l can at all be 
invoked. We are clearly of the opinion 
that any ol the foregoing processes mean 
widchever processes are applicable when 
the Deputy Commissioner wants to use 
them. In other words, with respect to 
the defaulting estate the Deputy Commis- 
doner must be in a position to me all 
the three foregoing processes under sec- 
tions 69. 69A and 70, Since, however, it 
is couched that Section 70 could not be 
invoked in this case becaiise the land is 
an n"Ti ita1 patta land, it is clear that Sec- 
tion 91 cannot apply to annual patta land 
where the section could not be invoked. 
We are, therefore, clearly of the osnnion 
that tte learned Board’s view on the point 
that Section 91 was applicable and that 
the order was bad only because the pn>- 
- cedure laid down under Section 91 was 
not complied with cannot be. held to be 
correct. The order of the Deputy Com- 
missioner Is bad because the entire pro- 
ceedings are misconceived. There could 
be no sale in law under Section 70 of the 
Begi^tion in this case nor could a sale 
take place of a non-defaulting estate for 
arrears of rent of an annual patta lan d 
under S. 91 of the Regulation. In any 
view of the matter, the order of sale pass- 
ed by the Deiuty Commisdoner Is in- 


valid and was correctly set aside by the 
Board although the aforesaid - reasons 
given by the Board are not correct as we 
have indicated above. 

7. In the result, the application fails 
and the Rule nisi is discharged, but in 
the entire circumstances of the case, 
there will be no order as to costs. 

We are grateful to the learned Advo- 
cate General for his assistance in the mat- 
ter. 

8. M. a BATHAK, J.t I agree. 

Rule discharged. 
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Rameswrar Goenka and others. Peti- 
tioners V. Income-tax Officer ‘A’ Ward, 
Shillong and others. Opposite Parties. . 

CivU Rules Nos. 356 to 362 of 1965, D/- 
30-5-1969. 

(A) Conslitufion of India, Articles 326 
and 227 — Procedure — Joinder of 
parties — Petition being a "proceeding” 
provisions of Civil P. C. apply — Hindu 
undivided family and a partnership firm 
consisting of membcn of such family 
aggrieved by order caaceUing registration 
under Income-tax Act ~,Both can bo 
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227 — Certiorari — Quasi-iudicial orders 
passed by Zneome-taz authorities in ex- 
cess of jurisdiction or orders suffering 
from error apparent on face of record can 
he quashed. fPara 7} 

(C) Income-tax Rules, 1922, R. 6B 
Cxercise of power in respect of firm — 
Notice and opportunity has to he given. 

If the power tmder R. 6B is excreted 
by the Income Tax Officer against a 
CiTD, without giving It a notice in that 
behalf and without affording it an ap- 
portunity to satisfy the Officer that it is 
a genuine firm, it may -be open to the 
firm to question the v^dity of the order 
on that ground. AIR 1959 SC 213, ReL on- 
(Para 10) 

(D) Income-tax Act (1961), S. 147 (a) 

— Expression "material facts^' refers orJy 
to primary facts — Asscssee is -only 
required to disclose primary facts — Ha 
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SC 372, ReL on- . (Para 16) 
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J. C. MedH, G, K. Talukdar, Sr. Govt, 
Advocate, for Opposite Parties. 

SEN, J.; These seven writ applications 
are taken up together as the points in- 
volved therein are common. It is prayed 
that the respondents, namely the Income 
Tax Officer 'A’ Ward, Shillong and others 
should be called upon to forbear from 
giving effect to the impugned notices as 
also liie impugned order dated 31-3-62 
passed by the Respondent No. 1. It is 
also prayed that the order dated 4-5-66 
passed on appeal by the Respondent No. 
a, should not be given effect to. We shall 
mainly refer to the facts of the case stat- 
ed in Civil Rule No. 357/65 as they are 
common to all the rest of the cases. The 
assessment years involved are 1947-48, 
1948-49, 1949-50, 1950-51, 1951-52. 1952- 

53 and 1953-54. 

2. There is a Hindu undimded family 
under the name of Ganeshdass Sreeram 
which origmally owned all the businesses 
of the family and carried on the same as 
such, till the assessment year 1946-47, 
Thereafter there was partial partition in 
the year 2003 Ramnavami corresponding 
to 1946, in respect of the business carri- 
ed on and some moveable properties own- 
ed by the Hindu xmdivided family. With 
respect to these divided business, a 
partnership was formed under the instru- 
ment of partnership dated 19-9-47 con- 
sisting of the petitioners Nos. 1 to 4 and 
their late father Jivan Ram Goenka. On 
the death of Jivan Ram Goenka on 20-2- 
50, a fresh deed of partnership dated 26- 
7-50 was executed and the petitioner 
No. 5, the mother of petitioners Nos. 1 and 
2 was taken in as a partner in place ol 
Jivan Ram Goenka. Thereafter, another 
partnership deed was executed on 18-5- 

54 on attainment of majority of a minor 
by the name of Sankarlal Goenka. 

The partnership firm applied for regis- 
tration under section 26A of the Income- 
tax Act, 1922, hereinafter called the old 
Act, for the assessment year 1947-48 in 
the form prescribed giving all necessary 
particulars as required. The Income-tax 
Officer by his order dated_ 14-2^52 reject- 
ed the application for registration of the 
firm, but on appeal. Ms order was set 
aside and registration was granted to the 
firm by the Appellate Officer’s order 
dated 14-5-52, in consequence whereof, 
the assessment for the year 1947-48 was 
made in the hands of the- partnership 
firm and separate assessment wes made 
until regard to the properties in the hands 
of the Hindu, undiwded family so far as 
other income of tMs family was concern- 
ed. This fact has not been denied by the 
Department For aU subsequent year& 
renewal of registration was duly granted 
and assessments were made in tlie hands 
of the partnership firm and _ taxes so 
assessed were duly paid. This fact has 
also not been denied. 


3. What happened next was that a 
no^e dated 12-3-62 was issued to the 
partnership fmn asking it to show cause 
why registration granted for the assess- 
1948-49. should not be can- 
ceiled. Similar notices were also issued 
° ^ assessment years namely 

1947-48 axid 1949-50 to 1953-54. Accord- 
petitioner, it is important to 
note that such notices were issued 19 
days before the coming into force of the 
new Income-tax Act of 1961. hereinafter 
called the Act . In such notices, no 
ground for cancellation was given. It 
was followed by a letter dated 20-3-62, 
i^ued by the Income-tax Officer men- 
faonmg the alleged facts wMch led him 
to believe that there was no genuine 
Arm m existence. We shall deal with 
me contents of the letter at the time of 
discussion of the merits of the case 


On receipt of this notice and the let- 
ter as aforesaid, an application dated 23- 
3-62 was filed on behalf of the firm to 
the Income-tax Officer stating that the 
senior partner of the firm Sri Rameswar 
Goenka would be undergoing an opera- 
tion in the hospital on that date and as 
such two months’ time was prayed for 
in order that the grounds made by the 
Income-tax Officer for cancellation of 
registration might be explained. 


The Income-tax Officer however in 
reply informed the firm by letter dated 
26-3-62 that the prayer for extension of 
time cannot be granted, as a time barred 
question was involved and granted him 
as a special case time till 29-6-62. The 
partnership firm under such circum- 
stances had to submit a reply on 23-6-62, 
mentioning inter alia that the time allow- 
ed was too short and the . difficulties in 
the matter of submission of reply was 
due to the illness of the senior partner 
and for wMch no other materials coiild 
be placed. In spite of it, the cancellation 
order was passed and against this order 
an appeal was preferred, but the Appel- 
late Assistant Commissioner of Income- 
tax dismissed the appeals as they were 
not maintainable. 


4. Thereafter, after the lapses of about 
three years, - notice dated 20-3-G5 was 
issued by the Income-tax Officer under 
section 148 of the Act for the assessment 
year 1948-49 to the Hindu undivided 
family alleging that the Income-tax Offi- 
cer had reason to believe that the income 
chargeable to tax of the said Hindu un- 
divided family bad escaped assessment 
within the meaning of section 147 of the 
Act. Similar notices were issued in res- 
pect of other assessment years as woIL 
On receipt of such notice, a letter was 
ivrittcn as to how under section 148, such 
a proceeding had been started and at 
the same time a return was submitted by 
the Hindu undivided family under pro- 
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test diowing the same income as was 
shown in the original return already 
filei From para 2 of the affidavit-in-op- 
posilion, it appears that it was admitted 
that for the assessment year 1947-48. two 
retxims were filed— one by the Hindu 
undivided family showing the income 
from the property and dividend income 
and the other by the partnership firm 
showing Ae income from the business. 

5. Upon these facts, the aforesaid 
orders of cancellation of registration and 
issue of notices under section 148 of the 
Act have been challenged. 

G. Before the matters were heard on 
merits. Dr. Medhi appearing for the De- 
partment raised a preliminary objection 
that the joinder of the firm and the 
Hindu imdivided family as petitioners in 
all these cases is not maintainable in law. 
In support of his contention, he has 
referred us to rule 1 of the Rules govern- 
ing applications under Article 226 of the 
Constitution at page 44 of the Rules of 
High Court of Judicature of Assam at 
Gauhati. It is provided therein that sepa- 
rate application should be filed for each 
individual, where interests are not Iden- 
tical even If there Is one common 
impugned order governing several cases 
and the facts of each case should be 
separately supported by'afSdavits. He 
referred us to several decisions in 
which it has been held that each aggrieved 

E n must file petition for relief and 
petition although based on common 
>3t does not lie. 

In this connection, It shoxild not be 
forgotten however that an application 
under Article 226 is a proceeding in a 
Court of civil jurisdiction and the pro- 
visions of the Civil I^ocedure Code may 
be invoked. In these particular cases, it 
appears ftat the right to relief had arisen 
out of .the same transaction of cancella- 
tion of re^stration as also the notice 
under Section 148 of the Act and there- 
fore it should be treated as inseparably 
mixed up. in the sense that the Hindu un- 
divided f amil y and the firm constituted 
out of it, are mainly concerned in the 
matter of burden of taxation, if the can- 
cellation of registration stands. Accord- 
ingly, it cannot be said that ‘there has 
been any nusjoinder of parties in these 
applications. Apart from that it may be 
said that since objection regarding mis- 
joinder of parties was not t^en at the 
earliest stage, it cannot be entertained at 
tte time of hearing of these petitions. 
Accordingly the preliminary objectioa 
made by Dr. Medhi is overruled. 

7. In the first instance, we shall deal 
with the question whether the cancella- 
tion of registration .was done without 
giving any reasonable opportunity to the 
firm and whether natui^ justice was 
denied to it. As to interference by the 


Ifigh Court under Article 226 of the Con- 
stitution on the said grounds, it is now 
well settled that the High Court may 
issue a Writ of Certiorari to quash quaa- 
judidal proceedings taken by the Income- 
tar authorities in excess of his juriadic- 
tion and to quash an order which is 
vitiated by an error apparent on the face 
of the record or it is passed in violation 
of the principle of natural justice. 

8. Before dealing with the question as 
to propriety of the cancellation order, it 
is necessary to set out briefly certain 
facts which weighed in favour of can- 
cellation. The Income-tax Officer can- 
celled the registration when he came to 
know that late Jivan Ram Goenka exe- 
cuted two powers of attorney — one in the 
year 1949 and another in 1950 executed 
in favoim of Rameswar Goenka. The 
Baidc account in the name of Ganeshdass 
Sreeram, the Hindu undivided family 
with the State Bank of India. Shillong 
was converted into the partnership ac- 
count only on 22-12-51. Thirdly the share 
income from the firm A, V. Morello & 
Co., Shillong, in which the Hindu un- 
divided family of M/x Ganeshdass Sree- 
ram was partner was not shown as the 
income of the partnership firm in the 
assessment years 1348-49 and 1949-50. 
Fourthly he relied on other papers and 
records submitted by late Jivan Ham 
Goenka after the partition of 1946. stat- 
ing that the bixsiness was the proprietary 
concern. He concluded that the powers 
of attorney and other documents were 
suffident to show that the Hindu undi- 
vided family was not disrupted on the 
creation of a coloxirable firm. As regaitis 
the fourth matter, serious objection was 
taken that there was denial of natural 
justice and no reasonable opportunity 
was given to explain away other docu- 
ments on which the Income-tax Officer 
relied. 

9. These proceedings for cancellation 
were taken up by the Income Tax Offi- 
cer under Rule 6B of the Rules under 
the old Act, This provides that in the 
event of the Income Tax Officer being 
satisfied that the certificate granted 
xmder Rule 4, or under Ride 6A hi been 
obtained without there being a genuine 
firm in existence he may cancel the 
certificate so granted. The new Act came 
into force on 1-4-62 and we have already 
said that before this date, the cancella- 
tion proceedings were taken up and it 
cannot be questioned that it is deemed 
to have continued after the new Act 
came into operation. Under rule 6B of 
the old Act, the firm was already assess- 
ed and the Income Tax Officer could 
reassess the firm under the old S. 34 in 
the status of an unregistered firm. We 
have already stated that a partnership 
deed was executed on 16-9-48 and the 
firm was duly registered. 
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Thereafter two partnership deeds were 
executed respectively on 20-2-50 and 
18-5-54 on account of the death of Jivan 
Ram Goenka in order to make jtixtaposi- 
tion of shares amongst the surviving 
partners and Sankarlal Goenka a minor, 
was made a full-fledged partner. We 
have already stated as to the grounds why 
the registration of the firm was cancelled. 
During the cancellation proceedings, it 
appears that on the 12th March, 1962, the 
firm of M/s. Ganeshdass Sreeram was 
ask^ to show cause by 23-3-62 as to why 
the renewal of registration granted to the 
firm under section 26A of the old Act for 
the assessment year 1947-48 should not be 
cancelled. This was followed by letter 
dated 20-3-63 as per Annexure 'F of the 
petition. Therein it was said that _ the 
first and second powers of attorney given 
by Jivan Ram Goenka show that these 
were executed for the purpose of inanage- 
ment of properties and business. Second- 
ly an account in the State Bank of India 
was converted into a partnership account 
on the 26-12-51. 

We have already dealt with the matter 
of A. V. MoreUo & Co. The most im- 
portant point for consideration is \TOether 
the petitioners were given reasonable o^ 
portunity to say anything against me 
contemplated cancellation based on other 
papers and records on which also concuu- 
sion was reached that the partnership 
deed was a mere paper transaction pur- 
ported to evade ta^ption and there never 
existed a genuine firm. 

The partnership firm showed cause ta 
pursuance of this notice, vide Annexure 
that the senior partner Sn JRamesvvar 
Goenka was going to jp to 

62 and as such a request 
erant the firm two months 
giving necessary reply m the 
matter under reference. _ This 
ed and the reasons given for granting 
time as prayed for do not appear to be 
based on natural i^stice The Income 
To’ir Officer replied on 23-3 -d 2 tnat xne 
for extension of .time was 
^^as a time bar matter is mvolved. Hmv- 
ever, as a special case. 
days was aUowed till 26-3-6^ thft The 
this the firm rephed on 29-3-62 th^ tne 
time for showing cause was too short and 

the matter being very- 
ed for which at least a foimights time 
should have been allowed. It was clear; 
ly stated that the senior partner Sn 
Rameswar Goenka was in hospital for a 
Sr^peration which was performed on 
23-3-62 and he was lymg m hospital. In 
so far as the first and second documents 
ire concerned, explanations ivere gi\en 
TTi^ w^ pot accepted by the Income 
Tax Officer. As regards the Bank’s ac- 
count an explanation was given that 
aftS the creaUon of the firm of partner- 


ship, it was decided by the partners to 
continue the bank account as before. 

So far as the firm of M/s. A. V. MoreUo 
was concerned, it was explained that the 
partner of the firm M/s. Ganeshdass Sree- 
ram was never a partner in this firm 
and the share income was assessed in 
their hands individuaUy. The "other 
documents” to which reliance was plac- 
ed by the Income Tax Officer were not 
disclosed to the firm and hence they 
could offer no explanation therefor. 

10. On the above, it has been argued 
by Mr. Bhattacharjee appearing for the 
petitioners that the impugned order 
dated 31-3-62 cancelling the registration 
of the firm was passed without giving any 
reasonable opportunity of being heard to 
the film As such the said impugned 
order passed in violation of the principle 
of natural justice and denial of reason- 
able opportunity is liable to be set aside 
and quashed. Dr. Medhi appearing for 
the respondents has first urged that 
R. 6B of the old Act does not in any way 
contemplate that the petitioners should be 
heard in person, and that he further argu- 
ed that the question whether the rules of 
natural justice have been observed in. a 
particular case must itself be judged in 
the light of the constitution of the sta- 
tutory body which has to function in ac- 
cordmee with the rules laid down by the 
Legislature. As such, his contention is 
that Rule 6B not having contemplated 
such a procedure, the question of denial 
of natmal justice does not arise at alL 

In so far as his argument ‘ that no 
adjournment was prayed for would by it- 
self gives rise to the fact that the con- 
tention of the petitioners is not at all 
genuine, we murt say in this connection 
that the question of prayer for adjourn- 
ment could never arise in this case, inas- 
much as there was a pre-emptory order, as 
stated before, that if T,vithin 29-3-62 noth- 
ing was done, the case would be decided 
ex parte. We are of the opinion that on 
such order being given, there could not 
be any scope of any prayer for adjourn- 
ment and the petitioners were left at the 
mercy of the Income Tax Officer. In 
such circumstances, it goes without say; 
in" that the Income Tax Officer wanted 
to”proceed vdth the matter in a. break- 
neck speed which clearly, goes against the 
principle of natural Justice, 

It has been observed in the case of 
Naravan ChetU v. Income Tax Officer 
AIR 1959 SC 213 that if the power under 
Rule 6Bis exercised by the Income Tax 
Officer against a firm, vrithout giving it 
a notice in that behalf and without 
affording it an opportimity to sati.-^fythe 
Officer that it is a genuine firm it may 
be open to the firm to question the vml- 
ditv of the order on that ground. On 
reference to explanation given by the 
firm as per Annexure T of the petition. 
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and in his anxiety to reassep the entire 
Hindu undivid^ fami ly for ?. 
realisation of income tax. he decided to 
take up the matter ex parte. In su^ /nr- 
ciunstances, we are of the view thp smre 
reasonable opportunity was not given, it 
offends against the prinaples of r^tural 
iustice and therefore the cancellation 
orders in respect of the assessment ye^ 
in question cotnmendng frem the 
ment year 194849 should be 
Now the question hp ansm as to w|^ 
of the authorities should be called 


Commissioner may confimi such o™®” 
or cancel it and direct the Income Tax 
Officer to register the firm or to ma^ a 
fresh assessment as the case may be. 
clearly shows that by an appellate orier 
a direction was made to the Income T« 
Officer to register a firm. In such ar- 
cmnstances, the question of satisfaction 
for cancellation of an appellate order does 
not arise as under the ordinary principles 
of law an inferior authority cannot set 
at naught an appellate order. In rach 
circumstances, we are of the view tot 
in so far as the order of cancellation 


oi uie — - (riwinff in SO far as the order oi canceuauou 

to recorder the matters regarding 194748 is concerned, the order 

reasonable opportunity to the finn to of registration must be 

explain. aside and further enquiry in respect 

IL It appears that against the orders of the assessment year 194748 must not 
of cancellation by the Income Tax be embarked upon. 


appeals were preferrrf and to said 

were dismissed by to order of to 
Assistant Appellate Income Tax C«ai- 
mlssloner on 4-5-64 as ineompet^t Pr. 
Medhi has argued that since to Assistant 
Appellate Commissioner has equal powers 
^rithtot of the Income Ta^fficer to 
call for any document and r^ive otor 
evidence, it Is In fitnes oj tiitos 
able tot the matter should^ sent ba^ 
to Wm for reconsderation. We are to® 
view that rince to appea^ were found 
infructuous on the ground that they were 
incompetent, It seems that toey \rere wt 
at all entertained although under the 
appropriate law and the rules, appeals 
against such orders of the Income Tax 
Officer lay. As such, we are of consider- 
ed opinion tot since the appeals were not 


13. At the next place, we are reqttired 
Joded^aveiy important question of law, 
namely whether a notice under Section 
148 of the new Act is sustainable or not 
34. It is an admitted position that ‘ 
notices under section 148 of to Act were 
Israed on 20>3-^5 on the allegation tot 
the Income Tax Officer had reason to 
believe that the income chargeable to tax 
•of the said Hindu undirided family bad 
escape assessment within the meaning 
of section 147 of the Act The Karta of 
the HUF submitted a petition to the 
Income Tax Officer, Shillong requesting 
him to intimate the reasons for initiation 
of such proceedings. Although he did so, 
he, at the same time filed a return imder 
protest In the affidavit-in-opposltlon, it 
is clearly admitted by the Department 


considered by the appellate authority, toe jjjat for the assessment year 194748 to'c 
matter should go back to the Income Tax returns were filed, one return by thi 


Officer concerned for reconsideration of 
the matters in terms set forth above. 

12. Another question which arises for 
our consideration is whether toe cancella- 
tion order in respect of toe assessmert 
year 194748 should be set aride. Against 
the order of cancellation of registration 
by toe Income Tax Officer an appeal was 
tpVpn to toe Appellate Asastant Comm^ 
doner, who set aside toe orders of the 
Income Tax Officer and directed gr^t 
of registration to the firm by his 
order dated 14-5-52. This fact has not 
been disputed. Dr. Medhi with reference 
to Rule 6B has argued before us that in 
spite of the order by the Appellate A utoo - 
rity, it was open to cancel the reostra- 
tion by the Income Tax Officer, as it d^ 
pended upon his own satisfaction. This 


HUF showing income from property and 
dividend income and the other by the 
I»rtoershlp firm showing income from 
business. It also appears that the balance 
sheet of toe firm was also Incorporated. 
In so far as the other assessment -years 
are concerned, it does not appear that 
such a course was not followed. The crux 
of the whole position therefore is whe- 
ther toe income chargeable has escaped 
assessment for tot particular year. 

15. On toe baris of these facts. It has 
beOT argued on behalf of the petitioners 
that the conditions precedent for issue of 
notice under section 148 of the Act are 
non-existent in toe present case and m 
such the impugned notice is wholly il* 
legal and without jurisdiction. Moreover 
it has been submitted tot the ground 
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alleged for the issue of the notice under 
section 148 of the Act not being govern- 
ed by clause^ (a) of section 147, the impu- 
gned notice is. barred by limitation under 
the provisions of clause (b) of section 147 
of the Act. 

16. In deciding this point, it is found 
that the notice under section 148 was 
issued long after the year of cancella- 
tion, namely three years and as such 
prima facie it appears to me that the 
order of cancellation was the pivot round 
which the whole factum of notice under 
section 148 moved. Section 147 runs as 
follows; 

"147. Income escaping assessment, — If—* 

(a) the Income-Tax Officer has reason 
to believe that, by reason of the omis- 
sion or failure on the part of an assessee 
to make a return imder section 139 for 
any assessment year to the Income-tax 
Officer or to disclose fully and truly 
all material facts necessary for his assess- 
ment for that year, income chargeable to 
tax has escaped assessment for that year, 
or 

(b) notwithstanding that there has been 
no omission or failure as mentioned in 
clause (a) on the part of the assessee, the 
Income-tax Officer has in consequence of 
information in his possession reason to be- 
lieve that income chargeable to tax has 
escaped assessment for any assessment 
year, he may, subject to the provisions 
of Sections 148 to 153, assess or reassess 
such income or recompute the loss or the 
depreciation allowance, as the case may 
be, for the assessment year concerned 
(hereinafter in Sections 148 to 153 referr- 
ed to as the relevant assessment year).” 

It has been urged on behalf of the De- 
partment that the case falls under Sec- 
tion 147(a) inasmuch as there has been a 
non-disclosure of the income by the HUF 
and therefore the case feU clearly \vithin 
the ambit of this clause^ (a). In S, 147 (a) 
the expression "materi^ facts” is very 
important inasmuch as the criterion for 
decision is whether they were not fully 
and truly disclosed. It is imdoubtedly 
true that there is no duty on the part of 
the Income-tax Officer to hear the asses- 
see before the notice is issued and in such’ 
circumstances it is in fitness of things 
desirable to refer to the points of law as 
argued from the Bar. 

The petitioners rely upon the decision 
of the Supreme Court reported in AIR 
1961 SC 372, Calcutta Discount Co._ Ltd. 

V. Income-tax Officer, Companies District 
No. I. Their Lordsliips inter alia observ- 
ed as follows: 

"To confer jurisdiction under this sec- 
tion (section 34(1) (a) of the Income-tax 
Act, 1922 — Section 147(a) of the Act) to 
issue notice in respect of assessments be- 
yond the period of four years, but v.ith- 
in a period of eight years, from the end 


of the relevant year two conditions have 
merefore to be satisfied. The first is 
that the Income-tax Officer must have 
reason to believe that income, profits or 
gams chargeable to income-tax have been 
imder-assessed. The second is that he 
must have also reason to believe that such 
imder-assessment’ has occurred by reason 
of either (i) omission or failure on the 
part of an assessee to make a return of 
income under Section 22 or (ii) omis- 
sion or failure on the part of an assessee 
to disclose fuUy and truly aU material 
facts necessary for his assessment for that 
year. Both these conditions are condi- 
tions precedent to be satisfied before the 
ifacome-tax Officer could have jurisdic- 
tion to issue a notice for the assessment 
or reassessment beyond the period of four 
years, but within the period of eight 
years, from the end of the year in ques- 
tion.” 

This decision was made regarding the true 
import of Section 34 of the old Act, the 
terms whereof are in aU material parti- 
culars are incorporated in Section 147 of 
the Act. From this decision, it appears 
that the expression "material facts” used 
in clause (a) of Section 147 of the Act 
refers only to primary facts and the duty 
of the assessee is only to disclose the pri- 
mary facts and he is not required to in- 
dicate what factual or legal inference 
should be drawn from the primary facts. 
In the aforesaid decision, it appears that 
the assessee had disclosed all primary 
facts regarding sale of shares and tbe 
Supreme Court held that action under 
clause (a) of Section 34 of the old Act 
could not be taken on the ground, that 
the assessee had claimed it to "be a 
mere change of investment and had not 
disclosed the true intention behind the 
sale. 

It is not disputed that the expression 
"reasons to believe” is the test for issuing 
a notice under Section 148 and as such the 
whole question hinges upon the fact whe- 
ther the primary facts were not disclos- 
ed, before the issue of notice was em- 
barked upon. We have already said that 
the returns for the previous years were 
submitted by the petitioners partly for 
the HUF and partly for the firm and 
therefore the question is whether the peti- 
tioners were guilty of non-dLsdosure. In 
so far as non-disclosure is concerned, it 
will appear from the affidawt-in-opposi- 
tion at page 141 of Civil Rule No. 357 that 
the Hindu undhtded family, tlie a.ssessoe 
in 1948-49 had a total income of Rs. 100247 
and of which it did not disclose Rs. 751 08 
in its return and this amount is liable to 
assessment in the hands of the HUF as it 
escaped assessment. Similar is the case 
with other, assessment years. It will not 
be out of place to mention here once 
again that the old partnership finn ceased 
to exist and new partnership documents 
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were created on some change of devolu- 
tion of shares, arising out of the death of 
Jivan Bam Goenka and it is stated by the 
petitioners that subsequent to the assess- 
ment years in dispute these partnership 
firms -were duly registered and that the 
assessment of t^ was based on such re- 
gistration. For the ptirpose of this case, 
it is unnecessary to refer to it, but it may 
be said in passing that the original part- 
nership business remained unbroken and 
it was only the interest of the partners 
which underwent changes. We have dis- 
cussed this aspect of the law only to show 
that Ae argument on behalf of the De- 
partment that the registration of the firm 
on the basis of new partnership deeds, 
had no nexus to the original partner^p. 
does not stand to reasoa. 

17. Now turning to the matter whe- 
ther the impugned notices come within 
the ambit of Section 147 fa) of the Act, it 
has b«n argued on behalf of the Depart- 
ment that the non-existence of the firm 
occasioned by cancellation is the test on 
which it can be said that the petitioners 
were guilty of lapses, in not truly and ful- 
ly disclosing the material facts. So it 
seems that the order of cancellation {s 
the originating dreumstance, on whirii 
the notices were issued and as such we 
shall presently refer to the reasons as re- 
corded by the Income-tax Officer under 
sub-section (2) of Section 148 of the Act, 
which enloins that the Income-tax Officer 
shall, befcre issuing any such notice under 
section record his reasons for doing 
so. 

IS. Dr. iledhi has In support of his 
argtrmeot regarding escapement of assess- 
ment refen^ to us to the observation of 
the Supreme Court in para 15 of the 
judgment in Calcutta Discount case. AIR 
1961 SC 372 which runs as follows 

"The podtion therefore is that if there 
were in fact some reasonable grounds for 
thinking that there had been any non-dis- 
closure as regards any primary fact. wWcb 
could have a material bearing on the 
question of 'imder-assesanenf that would 
be sufficient to ^ve jurisdiction to the 
Income tax Officer to issue the notice 
under Section 34. Whether these grounds 
were adequate or not for arriving at the 
conclusion that there was a non-disclosure 
of material facts would not be open for 
the court’s investigation. In other worda 
all that is necessary to give this rpedaJ 
jurisdiction is that the Income-tax Officer 
had when he assumed jurisdiction some 
prima fade grounds for thinking that there 
had been some non-disclosure of matmal 
facts.” 

This proposition of law can nerer be dis- 
puted and it is also true that it is not for 
the High Court to deride whether the 

E )und was adequate m inadequate. We 
ve alreadv sairf tbit can filiation of 


E^istration was the originating dreum- 
stance to set in motion the provision of 
Section 147(a) and therefore we shall 
have to look into the reasons of the In- 
come-tax Officer as to whether there was 
a Prima fade case for issuing notice under 
Section 148. 

39. It goes without saying that e ve ry 
case must be dedded on its own merits. 
In the instant cases it appears that there 
was prima fade no non-disclosure, in so 
fer as the firm and the HITF were con- 
cerned before the date of cancellation of 
registration. We have had the advan- 
tage of going through the reasons record- 
ed by the Income-tax Officer for appro- 
val by the appropriate authority and in 
all these cases it appears that in course 
of investigation in respect of another sis- 
ter concern of this assessee namely the 
HUF. it was found that the alleged par- 
tial partition of the HtlF was not correrf 
and in fact the HUF continued to remain 
as before. Accordingly the registration 
for the aforesaid assessment years was 
cancelled. Therefore his conclusion was 
that some income of the HUF escaped 
assessment Such is the case in respect 
of all the years concerned. 

In his notes submitted to the Commls' 
doner of Income-tax. he has stated that 
the cases come within the ambit of clause 
(a) of Section 147 of the Act, but In none 
of the reasons given, any reference to 
omission or failure on the of the assea- 
see to make a return or to disclose fully 
or truly of material facts necessary for Its 
a«essment for that year, has been made. 
The main consideration which weighed 
with the Income-tax Officer after the 
lapse of three years from the date of 
cancellation of registration was that In 
course of an investigation of anotter sis- 
tw concern, the partial partition of the 
HUF was found not to be correct and 
therefore the registration was cancelled 
and this was the sheet anchor for taking 
action for service of notice under Section 
147(a) of the Act. 

In our opinion, such a reason does not 
come within the ambit of Section 147(a) 
on the face of the unchallenged averment 
of the petitioners that disclosure of in- 
osme of the HUF and the firm was fully 
and truly made. In such circtnnstances 
the factum of cancellation of registration 
and the consequential fact that the firm’s 
income is the income of the HUF. do 
Hot amount to non-disclosure by the HUF 
within the meaning of Section 147(al of 
the Act. 

20. A large number of decisions have 
been referred to us from the.Bar, but we 
need not enter into the question of their 
applicability in the instant cases, as it is 
considered that the Calcutta Discount 
Case. AIR 1961 SC 372 is the true guide 
lor disposal of such matters. Further- 
more, we may observe that income cannot 
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held to have escaped assessment with- 
in the meaning of Section 147(a) merely 
on the ipse dixit of the Income-tax Offi- 
cer. It is for him to establish that he had 
reasons to believe in the first instance 
that there was non-disclosure of income. 
Such reasons are absent in his notes and 
accordingly it is hardly possible to hold 
that the notices come within the ambit of 
the said dause. 

21. Since we have quashed the cancel- 
lation orders, if need be considered whe- 
ther they will be considered as the prin- 
cipal reasons for issuing a notice imder 
Section 147(a) of the Act. In our opinion 
the foimdation having been snapped, the 
matters remain at large and the notice 
under Section 148 of the Act for this 
reason also c ann ot be said to be operative. 


22. The other question which requires 
^consideration is, if the notices do not 
come within the ambit of Section 147(a), 
whether they should be deemed to be 
notices under clause (b). In cases where 
there has been no failure on the part of 
the assessee to make a retium of his in- 
come and to disdose fully and truly any 
material facts necessary for his assess- 
ment, dause (b) comes into operation. It 
appears from this dause that the Income- 
tax Officer should recdve the informa- 
tion after the original assesment and the 
Information should lead him to believe 
that income has escaped assessment. It 
appears to us on examination of the re- 
cords of the case that for all intents and 
purposes, the Income-tax Officer has 
sought to issue a notice imder Section 148 
on an information which he had received 
in connection with a sister concern and 
which gave rise to the cancellation pro- 
ceedings. 


This in our opinion brings the notices 
within the ambit of dause , (b) and not 
under dause (a) of Section 147 of the Act. 
It is very important to note that in the 
Affidavits of, the Department and the 
reasons for issuing notices, it has nowhere 
been specifically stated as to what was 
the extent and natiire of non-disdosure 
within the meaning of dause (a), on the 
face of disdosure of the primary facts by 
the firm and the HDF. In such circum- 
stances, it appears to us that resort was 
taken by the Income-tax Officers under 
dause (a) in order to drcumvent the 
period of limitation as enjoined in Section 
il49(l)(b) of the Act. It requires that m 
cases falling under dause (b) of Section 
■147, at any time after the expiry of four 
years from the end of the relevant assess- 
ment year, proceedin.gs for notices may 
be embarked upon. It is now the estab- 
lished principle of law that where a 
period of limitation Ls prescribed under 
the statute, it imposes a fetter ujwn tlie 
Income-tax Officer to take action beyond 
certain dates. In such circumstances, it 


is open to the Income-tax Officer whe- 
ther resort should be had lor issuing fresh 
notices under Section 148 in terms of 
dause (b) of Section 147. 

23. For the reasons given above, our 
conclusion is that the cancellation of 
registration for the assessment year 1947- 
48 must stand quashed and the registra- 
tion for this assessment year must be al- 
lowed to stand. In so far as the assess- 
ment years 1948-49, 1949-50, 1950-51. 1951- 
52, 1952-53 and 1953-54 are concerned, the 
orders of cancellation of registration pass- 
ed by the Income-tax Officer must stand 
set aside on the ground that natural jus- 
tice was denied and reasonable opportu- 
nity was not given. The matter shall go 
back to the Income-tax Officer for recon- 
sideration after giving reasonable oppor- 
tunity to the petitioners to explain the cir. 
cumstances against the contemplated can- 
cellation of re^stration. In so far as the 
impugned notices under Section 148 are 
concerned, they are hereby quashed and 
we direct that the Income-tax Officer 
must forbear from giving effect to the 
same. 

24. In the result, the Rules are made 
absolute in the above terms. A consoli- 
dated hearing fee of Rs. 200 is allowed 
for all these seven cases. 

25. S. K. DUTTA C. J. : I agree. 

Petition aRowed, 
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(V 57 C 20) 

FULL BENCH 

S. K. DUTTA. C. J.. K. C. SEN AND 
M. C. PATHAK JJ. 

Sikku alias Sikku Haidar and another, 
Petitioners v. The State of Assam and 
others. Opposite Parties. 

Civil Rules Nos. 68 and 144 of 1968, 
D/- 16-12-1968 against orders of Govt, of 
Assam in Memos Nos. . VTFG/l 8/64/1 04 
and VTFG 4/67/128, D/- 20-2-1968 and 19- 
2-1968 respectively. 

(.4) Assam Land and Revenue Regula- 
tion (1 of 1886), Ss. 16, 155 — Rules fram- 
ed under S. 155 — Assam Fishery Rules, 
R. 12 — Validity — Rule is not ultra 
X’ircs S. 16 or Art. 14 or 19 (1) (g) — 
Compcfcncj' of Government to make 
^cct settlement of Fisheries without sale. 

An exception to settlement of fisheries 
by sale is made by R. 12 under which 
the State Government is empowered to 
settle fisheries otherwise than by sale. If 
special circumstances exist, the Govern- 
ment can make direct settlement under 
the Rule. The Government is the be.st 
judge about the existence of special cir- 
cumstances. Tlierefore, if the Govern- 
ment has the subjective .gatistaction that 

BN/CN/A523/70/DVT/P. 
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exist for Riving for O^P. No. 5 In C. R. No. 144/68, foi 


special drcxnnstances 
direct settlement, the Government can 
so and its opinion in this respect is to be 
final. Rule 12. therefore, is not ultra 
vires S 16 of the Assam Land and Reve- 
nue Regulation (1 of 1886). or Art. 14 
Art. 19 (1) (g) of the Constiti^ion. AIR 
1957 SC 377, Foil. (Paras 6. 9) 

► (B) Constitution of India, Art. 226 — 
Patent or latent jurbdiction — Distinction 
— Lack of either — Effect on issue of 
writ — Jurbdiction under R. 12 of Assam 
Fbheries Rules is latent — Acquiescence 
to it dbentitles writ — Assam Land Md 
Revenue Regulation (1 of 1886), S. 155 

Kules under — Assam Fbheries Roles 

R. 12. 

There is distinction between patent and 
latent lack of jurisdiction. Where the 
lack of jurisdiction is patent i. e. apparent 
on the face of the proceedings, a party 
aggrieved is entitled to a wnt even if he 
acquiesced to the exercbe of the jurisdic- 
tion. Where, however, the lack of junsdi^ 
tion is latent Le. it depends on certain 
factors, acquiescence will cise^tle a 
party to a writ. (Para 8) 

While exerdsing .l»wer wdgr R 12 
there will be lack of jurisdiction of the 
Government only if there Is complete ab- 
sence of material on which an o^on 
can be formed as to the existence of spe- 
cial circumstances warranting «erd« ol 


Opp. Parties, 

DDTTA, C. J. ; Ciinl Rules Nos. 68 and 
144 of 1968 are analogous and they are 
heard together and a single judgment b 
delivered. The petitioner’s case in Civil 
Rule No. 68 of 1968 is that he is a citizen 
of India and a member of the Scheduled 
Caste community and also an actual fbher- 
man by profession. He is the sitting lessee 
of Fishery No. 2/88 Dhamad Brahmaputra 
Parts II, III and other group Fishery in 
the District of Goalpara which was settl- 
ed with him for three years ending on • 
31-3^8. But the aforesaid fishery 
settled by the Governor of Assam on the 
20th Feburary 1968 in exercise of powers 
under Rule 12 of the Assam Fbhery 
Rules with respondent No. 4 for the 
period from 1-4-68 to 31-3-71 at an 
annual revenue of Rs. 18006. This settl^ 
ment with respondent is being challenged 
by this writ petition. 

2. The main contention of Dr. MedhI, 
the learned counsel for the petitioner Is 
that the aforesaid R. 12 of the Fishery 
Rides is violative of Art. 14 of the Con- 
stitution of India, He submits that by this 
Rule en imguided and imcanaUsed power 
is given to the executive to pick and 
choose any fishery for direct settlement • 
and then to settle it with somebody 
arbitrarily. Section 16 of the Assam ^ 
Land and Revenue Regulation debars 


power settlement of prodaimed fisheries 

not^Sltl^^to a writ vmerT^he peU- In accordance with rule3._Rule 12 


tioner did not raise objection before toe 
Government when It _ wanted to exerdse 
power under R. 12, but on the contrary 
toed appUcation for direct settlement of 
fisheries in hb favour, he is not enUUed 
to a writ The fact that he withdrw ap- 
plication before settlement also m^ra no 
difference when he did question the right 
of the Government under R 12 , AIR 1956 
Bom 530, Rel on, (Paras 9. 11) 

Cases w Referred: Chronological Paras 


(1957) AIR 1957 SC 377 (V 44) = 

1957 SCR 479, Ganga Ram Das v. 
Tezpur Kaibarta Co-op. Fbhery 
Society Ltd. , 5 

(1956) AIR 1956 Assam 48 (V 43)^ 

ILR (1955) 7 Assam 510, 
i Nuruddin Ahmad v. State of 

Assam ® 

(1956) AIR 1956 Bom 530 (V 43) «' 

ILR (1956) Bom 374. S. C. Frashar 
V. Vasantsen Dwarkadas B 

(1953) AIR 1953 SC 309 (V 40) =• 

1953 SCR 865. State of Assam v. 

I Keshab ^asad Singh 3 

J. C. Medhi. D. N. Hararika, T. C. Das, 
for Petitioners; B. C. Barua. Advocate 
General. G. K. Talukdar, Sr. Govt. Advo- 
cate, S. M. Lahiri. and U. C. Das. for 
O. P. No. 4 in C. R. No. 68/68, for Opp. 
FarUes; D. Sarma, and P. K. NGoswainl, 


b al^ bad, according to Dr. Medhi. ( 
toe ground that two procedures for settle- 
ment of fbheries .are laid down, viz. 
tender system and direct settlement 
toe Government and the Government can 
dioose any of these procedures at ib 
sweet will. The direct settlement pres- 
cribed by Rule 12 b a more stringent 
procedure and it must therefore be 
struck down as violative of Article 14 of 
the Constitution. It b further contended 
that the Rule b violative of Art. 19 (l)(g) 
of the Constitution as it imposes unreason- 
able restriction on toe right to practise 
a profession. 

3. I may examine the history of 
Rule 12 of the Fbhery Rules. First I 
may refer to the decision of the Supreme 
Court in State of Assam v. Keshab 
Prasad Singh, AIR 1953 SC 309. When 
that case arose, Rule 12 was not yet 
made. It was observed by the Supreme 
Court that fisheries in Assam were such a 
lucrative source of revenue that the 
I^slature considered it imdesirable to 
leave their settlements to toe unfettered 
discretion either of the Provindal Govern- 
ment or of a single individual howevet 
eminent he might be. That b why Sec- 
tion 16 of the Assam Land and Revenue 
Regulation was enacted. The first para- 
graph of thb section reads as follows:— 
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"16. The Deputy Commissioner, with 
She previous sanction of the State Gov- 
ernment, may, by proclamation published 
5h the prescribed manner, declare any 
collection of water, running or stiU, to be 
a fishery; and no right in any fisheiy 
so declared shall be deemed to have been 
acquired by the public or any person, 
either before or after the commencement 
of this Regulation, except as provided in 
the rules made imder section 155.” 

The Supreme Court pointed out that once 
a fishery was so declared no person could 
acquire JSshing right in it except as pro- 
vided by niles drawn up imder S. 155. 

4. There was at that time Rule 190A 
wMch read as follows: — 

"Ho fishery shall be settled otherwise 
than by sale as provided in the preced- 
ing instructions except with the previous 
sanction of the Provincial Government.” 
The Supreme Court held that this rule did 
no allow the Government to lift the 
sale of a fishery out of the rules when- 
ever Government foimd it convenient and 
then to dispose it of by executive action. 

It only authorised the Government to ask 
the Deputy Commissioner to proceed in 
a manner which was not quite in ac- 
cordance with the instructions contained 
in the Rules. If rule 190A was construed 
to mean that it permitted the Govern- 
ment to lilt a fishery out of the Rules, 
the rule would have been repugn’ant to 
Section 16 of the Regulation. After the 
above judgment, rule 12 came to be 
made in place of rule 190A and it runs 
as follows: — 

"12. Wo fishery shall be settled other- 
wise than by sale’ except by the State 
Government. The order of settlement 
passed by the State Government shall be 
final: 

Provided that the State Government 
may introduce the tender system of 
settlement of fisheries in place of sale 
by auction system whenever it is con- 
sidered necessary.” 

5. In the case of Nuruddin Ahmed v. 
State of Assam, AIR 1956 Assam 48, the 
validity of this rule came to be consider- 
ed by a Division Bench of this Coiurt 
It was held in that case that rule 12 was 
antagonistic to the spirit of Section 16 
of the Regulation. Rule 12 .was inter- 
preted as giving arbitrary powers to the 
Government to make settlements of 
fisheries. It was pointed out that it was 
a colourable exercise of the rule-malung 
power to moke a rule like rule 12 and 
thereby make Section 16 of the Regula- 
tion infructuous. But in Ganga Ram Das 
V. Tezpur Kaibarta Co-operative Fishery 
Society Ltd., AIR 1957 SC 377. tlie vali- 
dity of the rule 12 came up for con- 
sideration before the Supreme Court It 
was held that an exception to settlement 
of fisheries by sale \%'as made bj' this rule 
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under which the State Government was 
empowered to settle fisheries otherwise 
than by sale. Rule 12 was construed by 
the Supreme Court to mean that the 
State Govennnent had the unfettered dis- 
cretion to settle fisheries directly if the 
circumstances of the case so warranted. 
It was further pointed out that the Gov- 
ernment was the best judge to decide as 
to whether the circumstances so warrant- 
ed or not. In view of this construction, it 
was held that Rule 12 was not repugnant 
to Section 16 of the Regulation. 

6. Dr. Medhi submits that the ques- 
tion whether the rule gives unfettered 
and uncanalised power to the Govern- 
ment to settle fisheries directly was not 
considered by the Supreme Court. It is 
contended that under Rule 12 the Gov- 
ernment can pick and choose any fishery 
for direct settlement and then arbitrarily 
settle it with anybody they like even at 
a loss of Government revenue. If this 
construction is given to the rule, un- 
doubtedly it will be violative of Art. 14 
of the Constitution. But the construrtion 
given by the Supreme Court saves 
the rule. The rule means, according to 
this construction, that if special circum- 
stances exist, the Government can make 
direct settlement. Secondly the Govern- 
ment is the best judge about the exis- 
tence of special circumstances. Therefore, 
if the Government has the subjective 
satisfaction that special circumstances 
exist for giving direct settlement, the 
Government can do so. Whether a parti- 
cular circumstance is a special ciremn- 
stance or not warranting a direct settle- 
ment of a fishery is to be decided by the 
Government and Government’s opinion 
will be final But it should be remem- 
bered that the exercise of discretion, 
even on subjective satisfaction, is no 
exercise of discretion if there is complete 
absence of material to arrive at a satis- 
faction- 

7. In the petition it is contended that 
no occasion arose for the Government In 
this case to exercise power given in 
Rule 12 and to take out the fishery from 
the ordinary procedure of settlement. 
According to the petitioner, he learnt that 
respondent Ho. 4 was making secret 
attempts to get a direct settlement of 
the fishery in question from the Gov- 
ernment. 'Thereupon the petitioner also 
filed an application for such a settlement 
But the settlement was made with res- 
pondent No. 4. From the above it is quite 
clear that the petitioner acquiesced in 
the exercise of jurisdiction by the Gov- 
ernment without raising any objection. It 
is not the petitioner’s case that at that 
time he thought that the Government 
had jurisdiction and that it was only sub- 
sequently he found out that it had no 
jurisdiction. 
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8. Dr. Medhi submits that there can 
be no waiver of a Fundamental Ri^t. 
But in the present case there is no ques- 
.tion of any such waiver. The point is 
that a writ being a discretionary remedy, 
it will not be granted if the petitioner 
invited or acquiesced to the jurisdiction 
of the authority. Dr, £Iedhi, however, 
©intends that as there was total absence 
of jurisdiction on the part of the Govern- 
ment to settle the fishery under Rule 12 
no question of acquiescence can raise. 
But a distinction mu^ be made between 
patent and latent lade of jurisdiction. 
TOere the Jade of jurisdiction is patent 
Le. apparent on the face of the proceed- 
ings, a party aggrieved is entitled to a writ 
even if he acquiesced to the exerdse of 
the jurisdiction, l^ere, however, the 
lade of jurisdiction is latent Le. It 
depends on certain factors, acquiescence 
will disentitle a party to a writ In S. 
C. Prashar v. Vasantsen Dwarkadas, AIR 
1956 Bom 530, Chagla, C. J. delivering 
the judgment of a Division Bench of the 
Bombay High Court, observed that where 
the want of jurisdiction was patent, it 
became a matter of right for a party to 
challenge the jurisdiction. Ee empharised 
that the want of Jurisdiction roust be 
patent for such a right I respectfully 
agree with the above view, 

9. In the present case there will be 
lack of jurisdiction of the Government 
only if there is complete absence of 
tnaterial an which an ct^nioa can be 
formed as to the existence of special dr- 
cumstanees warranting exercise of power 
under rule 12. Such a jurisdiction is 
latent and a person acquiescing to it will 
not be entitled to a writ The failure of 
the petitioner to raise objection before the 
Government when it wanted to exerdse 
power under Rule 12, disentitles him to a 
writ Dr. hfedhi’s contention that there 
are two methods of settling fisheries and 
that the Government can choose any of 
the methods at its sweet wifi, has no 
force. As I have said already, the pro- 
cedure of direct settlement can be adopt- 
ed only if in the opinion of the Govern- 
ment. spedal (drcurostances warrant it. 
The regulation of settlement of fisheries 
by Rules is a reasonable restriction on 
the right to fish and therefore Rule 12 
does not offend Article 19 (11 (g) either. 
Civil Rule Ko. 144 of 1068. 

10. The petitioner in Civil Rule 
No. 144 is a Co-operative Fishery Sodety 
registered under the Assam Co-operative 
Sodeties Act 1949. The petitioner's case 
is that one Co-operative Sodety by name 
and s^le of Fishing Mtdtipurpose Co- 
operative Sodety applied to the Govern- 
ment for direct settlement of IlAery 
No. 2 Chela Charkaria Fishery of North 
Lakhkapur of which the petitioner was 
the sitting lessee till 31-3-6C> The p^- 


tioner getting information about the 
move of the above sodety also made an 
application to the Government for settle- 
ment of the fishery with it under R. 12 
of the Fishery Rules. But the Govern- 
ment settled the fishery with opposite 
party No. 4. Hence the writ petition. 

11. The points of law raised in this 
petition are similar to those raised in 
Civil Rule No. 68 of 1968 and hence the 
said points are covered by what is stated 
abqve. It is, however, pointed out that 
the petitioner in this case withdrew his 
application before the settlement was 
made by the Government But I do not 
think that it makes any difference. When 
tha petitioner withdrew the application, 
he did not question the right of the 
Government to settle the fishery tmder 
Rule 12. Nor in his petition before us 
does he m^e any direct averment that 
no special drcumstaoce existed for the 
Government to make settlement under 
Rule 12. In the dreumstances, both the 
petitions are dismissed and the mies are 
discharged. There will be no order as 
to carts. 

12. K-^C. SEN. J. —I agree. 

23.’ it'd PATHAK, J. — I agree. 

Petitions dismissed. 


'AXB 1970 ASSAAI & NAGALAND 91 / 
(V 57 C 21) ' 

P. K. GOSWAMJ AND f 
IL a PATHAK. JJ. 

Abdul Majid. Petitioner v. Adai and 
others. Opposite Parties. 

Criminal Revn. No. '56 of 1966, D/- 17- 
1-1969, against order of Ma^rate First 
Class (Judicial) Karimganj, D/- 31-3-1966. 

Criminal P. C. (1898), Ss. 417 (3). (I) 
and (5) and 439 (5) — Right of appeal 
Mder S. 417 -- Nature of — Right oI 
Government and of private complainant 
— Acaaitlal in complaint case ■— Cbni- 
plainant not filing appeal under S. 417 
(3) — Revision is barred under S. 439 
(5) — High Cooit’s power under S. 433 
to otherwise pass aoitahle orders, how- 
ever, not affected. 

Reading sub-ss. ( 1 ) and (5) of S. 417 it 
is clear that the Section envisages two 
equal rights of appeal, one to the State 
Government or the Central Government 
Under sub-s. (2) and the other to the pri- 
vate complainant and although a screen- 
mg is envisaged under Section 417 (1) to 
doa^y with the frivolous appeals against 
acquittals, the right of appeal as su^ has 
not been affect^ The right to obtain 
special leave which is a step in the pro- 
cess of the appeal is intimately integrat- 
ed with the right of appeal itself and one 
annot be divorced from the other. It, 
JM/KiI/E59l/69/GMJ/M 
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therefore, cannot be argued that the 
right of appeal under the section is no 
right at all. An appeal against a judg- 
ment of acquittal in a complaint case 
therefore does lie to the High Court 
under Section 417 (3) and the provi- 
sions of section 439 (5) will be attracted 
in case the complainant does not choose 
to take recourse to this remedy and pro- 
ceeds to move the High Court in revision. 
Case law Eel. .on, 

(Paras 5 & 6) 

But the fact that the revision applica- 
tion does not lie would not, however, 
affect the High Court’s powers under 
S. 439 to pass suitable orders in an ap- 
propriate case when its attention is other- 
wise drawn to grave injustice or when it 
suo motu calls for certain records of the 
subordinate courts. (Para 6) 


Cases Referred: Chronological 
(1966) AIR 1966 Orissa 45 (V 53)=' 
1966 Cri LJ 152, Dukhishyam 
Sahu V. Bidyadhar Sahu 
(1960) AIR 1960 AU 296 (V 47)=’ 
1960 Cri LJ 552, Ram Narain v. 
Mool Chand 

(1960) Criminal Ref. No. 54 of 1959 
X)/_ 17-5-1960 (Assam), Kartic 
Teli V. Bachahon Mahto 
(1959) AIR 1959 AU 413 (V 46)=' 
1959 Cri LJ 800, City Board 
Mussorie v. Sri Kishan Lai 
(1959) AIR 1959 Bom 94 (V 46) = 
1959 Cri LJ 170, State of Bombay 
V. N. G. Tayawada 
(1958) AIR 1958 Punj 228 (V 45) =i 
1958 Cri LJ 936, Shiv Prasad v. 


Bhagwan Das 

(1956) AIR 1956 Mys 62 (V 43) = 
1956 Cri LJ 1417, Nagathihalli 


V. N. Thimmasetty 
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A. M. Mazumdar, for Petitioner; J. P. 
Bhattachar.iee and S. N. Medhi. for Op- 
posite Parties. 

GOSWAMI, J,: This application under 
section 439 of the Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure is directed against the judgment 
of acquittal passed by the learned Magis- 
trate. First Class (Judicial), Karirngam, 
in a case instituted on a complaint. 


2. The prosecution case was that on 

11th November, 1962, accused persons cut 
away paddy from the land in_ possession 
of the complainant and on_ his protest, 
they assaulted him , and his sons, when 
they later intervened. 19_ accused persons 
were charged under section 147 of the 
Indian Penal Code and two of themw^e 
separately charged under Section 324, 
Indian Penal Code. , 

3. The learned Magistrate at the end 
of the trial held that the_ complainant 
could not prove by apy reliable evidence 
that he was in exclusive possession of the 
dLsputed land. On the o*er hand, he 
found that the defence established thm 
the land was in possession of accused 


and Sonua and that they had been 
enjoying it peacefuUy until the date 
of occurrence. He further held that 
the accused had a right to protect their 
property in exercise of their right of self 
defence. In this view of the matter, 
after appreciation of the evidence, the 
learned Magistrate acquitted aU the ac- 
cused persons. 

4. The complainant obtained this Rule 
on_ 6th of May, 1966. A preliminary 
objection has been raised by Mr. Bhat- 
tacharjee, the learned Counsel for the op- 
posite parties, regarding maintainability 
of tills revision application at the instance 
of the complainant. He submits that sec- 
tion 439 (5) of the Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure is a bar to this application since 
the complainant in this case instituted on 
a complaint had a right of appeal under 
section 417 (3) of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure. We may read section 439 (5) 
of the Code of Criminal Procedure: 

"439 (5) Where under this Code an ap- 
peal lies and no appeal is brought, no 
proceedings by way of revision shall be 
entertained at the instance of the party 
who could have appealed.” 

We may also read section 417 (3) of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure: 

"417 (3) If such an order of acquittal 
is passed in any case instituted upon 
complaint and the High Court, on an 
application made to it by the complainant 
in this behalf, grants special leave to ap- 
peal fi’om the order of acquittal, the com- 
plainant may present such an appeal to 
the_ High Court.” 

It is contended on behalf of the opposite 
parties that the case was instituted on a 
complaint, and, as such, an appeal lay 
to the High Court against the judgment 
of acquittal Tmder section 417 (3) of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure and hence 
section 439 (5) of the Criminal Procedure 
Code is attracted, and the revision appli- 
cation does not lie. It is submitted by 
Mr. Mazumdar on behalf of the petitioner 
that section 417 (3) gives the complain- 
ant a vers’- restricted right of appoai. if 
any. The complainant cannot straight- 
way submit an appeal to the High Court 
He has to obtain special leave from the 
High Court before he can present an ap- 
peal. That being tlie position, the learn- 
ed Counsel contends tiiat no appeal lay 
to the High Court as such within the 
meaning of section 439 (5) of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure. 

5. In order to appreciate the rival 
contentions, it is necessary also to read 
sections 417(1) and 417 (5) of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure in this context 

"417 (1) Subject to the provisions of 
sub-section (5), the State Government 
may, in any ca.'e. direct the Public Pro- 
secutor to present an appeal to the High 
Court from an original or appellate order 
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oi acquittal passed by any Court other 
than a High Coxirt.” 

* • ■ 

(5) If, In any case, the application under 
sub-secUon (3) for the grant of special 
leave to appeal from, an order of acquit- 
tal is refused, no appeal from that order 
of acquittal shall lie under sub-sec- 
tion (1).” 

Beading sectIons417 (1) and 417 (5) 
gether, it is clear that the scheme under 
section 417 en\dsages two equal righte of 
appeal, one to the State Government or 
the Central Government under S. 417 (2), 
as the case may be, and the other to a 
private complainant Ihese two rights 
are at par and although a screening Is 
envisaged under section 417 (1) to do 

away with the frivolous appeals against 
acquittals, the right of appeal as su<^ has 
not been affected. The right to obtain 
special leave which is a step in the pro- 
cess of the appeal is intimatdy Integrated 
with the right of appeal itself and one 
cannot be divorced from the other. It is 
dearly prorided under section 417 (5) 
that once a spedal leave for appeal is 
refused, the Government’s right of appeal 
is barred under this section. It, there- 
fore. cannot be argued that the right of 
appeal under section 417 (1) is no right 
at all and it is absolutely dear that an 
appeal against a iudgment of acquittal in 
a complaint case does lie to the High 
Court alone under this section end the 
provirions of 8, 439 (5) will be attract- 
ed in case the complainant does not 
choose to take recourse to this remedy 
and proceed to move the High Court in 
revlrion. The view we have taken in 
this case receives support in some deci- 
sions of the several High Courts, name- 
ly AIR 1956 Mys 62, Nagathihalli v. N. 
Thiimnasetty Gowda; AIR 1958 Punj 228. 
Shiv Prashad v. Bhagwan Das. AIR 1959 
Bom 94, State of Bombay v. H. G. Taya- 
wada, AIR 1959 All 413, City Board Mus- 
sorie v. Sri Kishan Lai; AIR 1960 AU 296. 
Ram Narain v. Wool Chand and AIR 1966 
Orissa 45, Dukhishyam Sahu v. Bidya- 
dhar Sahu. After we had closed the 
hearing of the case Mr. Bhattacharjee 
drew our attention to an unreported Spe- 
dal Bench decision of this Court in Cri- 
minal Reference No. 54 of 1959 D/- 17-5- 
1960 {Assam), Kartic Teli v. Eachahon 
Mahto, wherein the same view was taken 
of the provisions of sections 417 (3) and 
439 (5) of the Code of Crindnal Proce- 
dura The Court held as follows; 

"In this case the order of acquittal 
would have been chailenged by way of 
appeal by the complainant under the pn>- 
visions of Section 417 (3). and, therefore, 
tmder the provisions of Section 439 (5). 
no revision can be entertained. 

If there is a right of appe'^ and that 
right is not availed of, theA the party 


aggrieved cannot come fo this court by 
way of revision and this matter is now 
well settled.” 

6. The fact that a revision applira- 
tion does not lie at the instance of the 
complainant woiild not, however,^ affect 
the High Court's powers under section 439 
oi the Code of Criminal Procedure ^ to 
pass s\iitable orders in an appropriate 
case when its attention is otherwise drawn 
to grave injustice or when it suo motu 
calls for certain records of the subordi- 
nate courts. This is, however, not a case 
where we may be induced to take action 
in exerdse of those powers. 

7. The application is dismissed and 
the Buie is ^scharged. 

8. M. C. PATHAK, J.s I agree. 

Application dismissed. 


AIR 1970 ASSAM & KAGALAND. 96 
(V 57 C 22) 

M. C. PATHAK, J. 

Abdul Gafur Darbhuyan. Petitioner v. 
Mustakim AU and others, Respondents. 

avil Revn. No. 60 of 1969. D/- 2-7-1969, 
aeatest order of Asst. Dist. J. Nowgong 
D7- 30-4-1969. 

Civil F. C. (190$). O. 39 B. 1 and S. ^ 
Interim injuscUon — On facts, held, that 
injury likely to arise from refusing iajun-' 
ction wcrald be greater iban that likely 
to arise from granting it — Renee, injun- 
ction order was proper — (Co-operative 
Societies — Assam Co-operative Societies 
Act, 1949 (1 of 3950), Ss. 79 (2) and 34). 

The plaintiff filed a suit for declara- 
tion that the election of defendant as a 
chairman of the Society was void and il- 
legal and that the defendant was not en- 
titled to hold the office as the Chairman 
of the said Society. An Interim injunc- 
tion restraining the defendant from tak- 
ing over charge and functioning as Chair- 
man was granted by the trial Court, The 
defendant challenged the injunction order 
inter alia on the ground that the sioit it- 
self was barred xmder S. 79 {2) of the 
Assam Co-operaUve Sorieties Act. 

Held, as the 'plaintiff had challenged 
the very constitution of the managing 
committee which elected the defendant as 
the Chairman, the plaintiff had a prima 
fade case to go to trial. Under S. 79 (2) 
of the Act Civil Court's Jurisdiction was 
not barred where the question of juris- 
diction was involved regarding the sub- 
ject matter of the suit. Hence it could 
not be said that the suit was prima fade 
barred imder that section. 

(Paras 9 & 10) 
Held, further, that since the relevant 
by-law of the Society provided for con- 
ttouance of the managing Committee til l 
JM/AN/E594/69/JHSAV 
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the PollinR Officers who were on duty 
could not, therefore, continue their work. 
The Presiding Officer, therefore, reported 
the matter to the Police Officers there 
f and in consequence thereof, both the ac- 
. cused were arrested and charge-sheeted. 
Both the accused admitted their presence 
in the Town Hall but denied having con- 
ducted themselves in a disorderly manner. 
The learned Magistrate who tried both the 
accused convicted both of them under Sec- 
tion 26(2) of the Maharashtra Municipali- 
ties Act, 1965, and sentenced each of them 
to pay a fine of Es. 25 in default, to un- 
dergo simple imprisonment for a week. 
Aggrieved by this decision, the original 
accused No. 1 filed a revision applica- 
tion in the Court of the Sessions Judge, 
Wardha. The learned Sessions Judge is 
of the view that the offences _ under 
S. 26 of the Maharashtra Municipalities 
Act are not cognizable offences at all and 
that because the offence which is alleged 
to have been committed by the accused is 
not a cognizable offence and because there 
was no complaint by the Chief Officer, 
therefore, the order of conviction by the 
trial Court is illegal and improp^. It is 
on the basis of this ground that the learn- 
ed Sessions Judge has referred the matter 
here, 

[■ , 2. The learned Government Pleader 
>,has opposed this reference contending 
that the offences imder Secion 26 are cog- 
nizable offences and, according to him, 
therefore, the cognizance taken by the 
learned Magistrate was quite legal and 
proper- It is in this view, tlierefore, the 
order of conviction passed by him is quite 
legal On the other hand, the learned 
advocate for the accused argues here that 
the offences tmder Section 26 are not 
cognizable at all and, therefore, according 
to him, the order of conviction passed by 
the learned Magistrate is iUegaL _ We ■will, 
therefore, have to examine Section 26 of 
the Maharashtra Municipalities Act to see 
V7hat land of offences it pro'vides, 

, 3. Section 26 of the Maharashtra Mum- 
dpalities Act is as follows; 

"26. (1) No person shall, on the date or 
dates on which a poll is taken at any pol- 
ling station, — ^ 

(a) use or operate within or at me en- 
trance of the polling station, or_ in any 
public or private place in the neighboim- 
hood thereof, any apparatus for amplify- 
ing or reproducing the human voice, such 
as a megaphone or a loud-spealier; or 

(b) shout, or otherwise act in a dis- 
orderly manner, within or at the entrance 
of the polling station or in any pubhc or 
private place in the neighbourijood there- 
of, 

so as to cause annoyance to any pemon 
visiting the polling station for tlie poll or 
60 as to interfere "with the work of me 
officer and oilier persons on duty at me 

polling station. 
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Any person who confravenes or -wil- 
xuUy aids or abets the contravention of, 
any provision of sub-section (1) shall, on 
conviction, be punished with imprison- 
ment for a term which may extend to 
three months, or ■with fine which may ex- 
tend to two hundred and fifty rupees, or 
■with both, 

(3) If the presiding officer of a polling 
station has reason to believe that any 
person is committing or has committed an 
offence punishable under this section, he 
may direct any police officer to arrest 
such person, and thereupon the police 
officer shall arrest him. 

(4) Any police officer may take such 
steps, and use such force, as may be 
reasonably^ necessary for preventing any 
contravention of the provisions of sub- 
section (1), and may seize any apparatus 
used for such contravention.” 

4. It is, therefore, plain from Section 
26(3) that if any person is committing an 
offence or has committed an offence as 
mentioned in Section 26, the presiding 
officer of a polling station could direct a 
police officer to arrest such a person. The 
police officer has also a duty under this 
statute to arrest him on the direction of 
the presiding officer. In the circumst- 
ances such person would, therefore, be 
arrested by the police officer, without 
warrant. Now, therefore, if a police offi- 
cer arrests a person who v/as committing 
an offence or who has already committed 
an offence without •warrant, what type 
of offence could it be said to be? 

5. Under Section 4(1) (f) of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure, "cognizable offence” 
means an offence for, and 'cognizable case’ 
means a case in, which a police officer 
•within or without the Presidency-towns, 
may, in accordance \vith the second sche- 
dule or imder any law for the time being 
In force, arrest without warrant. There- 
fore, if a police officer arrests a person 
■without warrant imder any law for the 
lime being in force, then such offence 
could be said to be a cognizable offence. 

In so far as the impugned offence with 
which we are concerned, we have seen 
that ■the law laid down in Section 26 (3) 
of tlie Maharashtra Municipalities Act is 
that a police officer can arrest a person 
committing an offence under Section 26 
vdlhout warrant at tlie instance of the 
presiding officer. The learned Govern- 
ment Pleader, therefore. Says that under 
Section 4(l)ff) of the Criminal Procedure 
Code, this offence under Seciion 2G of the 
Maharashtra IvIunicipalitJes Act. is a cog- 
nizable offence. But the learned advo- 
cate for tlie accused contends here that 
this is not a case where tlie police officer 
arrests the person on his. own. Here the 
police officer does so at the instance of 
the presiding officer of the polling station. 
According to him. this difference has to 
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be taken into consideration and because 
ot this difference, he arsues, this offence 
cannot be said to be a cosnizable offence. 
But the statute permits the police officer 
to arrest the accused without warrant and 
if the offence is not cognizable, then what 
has he to do after arresting the person. 
According to the learned Advocate for the 
accused, it is very necessary under Sec~ 
tion 296 of Maharashtra Municipalities 
Act that the Chief Officer should start the 
proceedings against such person. Section 
296 is a provision as respects instifulion. 
Compounding etc of criminal actions. 
Subject to the general control of the 
Council, the Chief Officer may take pro- 
ceedings against any person ivho is charg- 
ed with any offence against the provisions 
of the Maharashtra Municipalities Act or 
any rules or bv laws made thereunder. It 
is. therefore, argued that the Chief Officer 
has to file a coniDlaint and unless there is 
a complaint by the Chief Officer, the 
Court cannot take cognizance of the same. 
It IS. however, difficult for me to accept 
this contentioru for the obvious reason 
that offences as provided under Section 2? 
of the Act like offences under Section 26 
are also made cognizable. If a police 
arrests a person who has committed an 
offence or who Is committing an offence 
or who has committed an offence 
at the Instance of the Presiding Officer 
what fs he to do further? Has he to svait 
for the complaint of the Chief Officer? I 
do not think the Legislature has Intended 
that the person should be arrested by 
the police without warrant and the police 
officer fiiereafter has to wait for a com- 
plaint to be lodged by the Chief Officer. 

6. Once the police officer arrests a 
person without warrant, under Section €0 
of the Criminal ^ocedure Code, without 
unnecessary delay and subject to the pro- 
visions of the Code of Criminal Procedure 
he should send the person arrested before 
a Magistrate having jurisdiction in the 
case or before the officer-in-charge of the 
police station. Such a person who fs 
arrested cannot also be detained for more 
than 24 hours under Section 61 of the 
Criminal Procedure Code. Such a person 
who is apprehended cannot also be db- 
charged under Section 63 of the Code 
Surely, therefore, the Legblature could 
not have intended that the police officer 
after arresting the person committing an 
offence under Section 26 of the Mahara- 
shtra Municipalities Act should wait in 
contravention of the provisions of the Cri- 
minal Procedure Code for the complaint 
of the Chief Officer. It appears to me 
therefore that once the police officer 
arrests the person committing the offence 
under Section 26 of the Maharashtra 
Municipalities Act without warrant, even 
though at the Instance of the presdlng 
officer of a polling station, that arrest be- 
ing an arrest without warrant as provid- 


ed in Section 401(0 of the Criminal Pro- 
c®*Jure Code, should be for the offence 
which can properly be defined as a cog- 
Bltable offence. 

But the learned advocate for the ae- 
®t^^ed argues that under Section 26(4) of ^ 
Maharashtra Municipalities Act any ' 
police officer may take such steps, and use 
force, as may be reasonably neces- 
for preventing any contravention of 
tbe provisions of sub-section (1) and may 
seize any apparatus used for such con- 
ttavention. According to hiiiu thb sub- 
e^ion shows that a police officer has 
finiited duties. But this sub-section deals 
only with the prevention of offences and 
not with the actions against persons who 
have committed or who are committing 
offences. Under Section 305 of the 
Maharashtra Municipalities Act the powers 
of the police officers are given: Any 
alUcer msv strest snv person cam' 
knitting in hb view any offence against 
any of the provbions of this Act or of 
any rule or of any by-law made thcre- 
opder. and if such person does not give 
^ name and address, then he should be 
oolained at the stattan-house until his 
n^e and address are eerreclJy ascertain- 
Therefore, under other circumstance^. 
a«o. the police officer could arrest a per-|’ 
under the Maharashtra Municipalities 
Act It is. therefore, very difficult for 
Jo accept the recommendation of \ th« 
»«%med Sessions Judge. The Sessions 
j“dge therefore was in error when he* 
lobnd that the offences alleged to have 
been committed under Section 26(UfaJ 
8od (b) arc not cognizable. He seems to 
b®ve relied upon Notes of cases in 1949 
I'^g U (Note) 45. This was a case, how 
under Section 218 of the C P. Munl- 
Qtralities Act. The facts of our case are 
EOvemed by the Llaharashtra Municipali- 
Act. 1965. I do not, therefore, think 
any decision based on the language of 
^ction 218 of the C. P. Municipalities 
Akt could be good to the facts and dr- 
^mstances of our case. 

6. For the aforesaid reasons, therefore. 

1 do not accept the reference. The order 
conviction and sentence passed by the 
fdal Court therefore is confirmetL Record 
eod papers be sent bade to the trial Court 
io'r further action. 

Order accordingly. 
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Vazirboo W/o Kurbanhussain Rehmatal 
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(A) Houses and Rents — Bombay Rents, 
Hotel and Lodging House Rates Control Act 
(57 of 1947), S. 11 (4) (as introduced by 
Maharashtra Act 14 of 1963) Enactment 
of sub-section (4) during pendency of pro- 
ceeding — Court can order tenant to de- 
posit certain amount — Section II (4) is re- 
trospective by necessary intendment 

Though there is nothing in Section 11 (4) 
as introduced by Act 14 of 1963 to malce 
it expressly retrospective, the Legislature had 
made its provisions retrospecUve by neces- 
sary intendment. (Paras 12, 17, 24) 

No presumph'on about retrospecHve opera- 
tion can be drawn from the mere fact th^ 
SecHon 11 (4) is a remedial one. This does 
not, however, mean that the fact that a 
provision is a remedial one has no signth- 
rance at aU. It certainly is an im^portant 
factor to be taken into account while M- 
riving at a conclusion as to whether the 
particular provision is mtended to be retros- 
pective. The problem always is to find out 
the real intention of the Legi.slature m en- 
acHng the particular prowsion and the ans- 
wer can generally be found by considering 
the legislative history of the enactment, the 
nature of the particular Provision the con- 
text in which it occurs and the obiett 
which the Legislature in all probability want- 
ed to achieve by enacting it. 18) 

It is well known that the Rent Act is em 
acted for the benefit mainly of the tenants 
and in order to protect them apmst evic^ 
tion and against being made siibiect ^ pay- 
ment of exorbitant rents. ^ 

the dutv of tenant to pay r^t regnl^V- The 
provisions of sub-section (4) of Section 11 
ZellteM to protect the landlords againrt 
the mischief which might result b> tho 
Senante unre.-i.sonably withholding tlie rent 
It would therefore, be reasonable to siippnso 
tliat the Legislature intended to extend that 
protection to all landlords iricluding those 
wW proceedings were already pending m 
tlie Court at the time when the “mpn^men 
wac made The provision which is inado 

retrospective and apply to proceedings 
pending at the time when the amending 
Tct came into force. Tlie power «« make 
the orders contemplated by Section I] 
nf the Rent Act in cases other than thoso 
where the tenant is withholding ^ 

tho cronnd that it is cxcessne, is P'ser^ 
lionar>' and there is no reason *0 sijppow 
that in arriving at the conclusion lliat it is 
•S and proper" to make such an order tho 
Srt “-ill n';. wo co^degon oB 

«,c cta.mstmcos of llo 'a, 

discussed). ' 
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(B) Civil P. C. a908). Preamble, S. 96 — 
Interpretation of Statutes — Right to appear 
and defend suit is substantive — Can bo 
taken away by Legislature retrospectively. 

A statute altering procedure is ordinarily 
retrospective. How^ever, a statute cannot 
affect retrospectively the substantive nght 
vested in a party at tlie time of institution 
of suit unless the Legislature has made it 
retrospective either e.xpressly or by neces- 
sarj' intendment. It is a fundamental princi- 
ple that no person should be condemned un- 
neard, no decision affecting him should be 
reached behind his back, no proceeding 
which is likely to affect his life and/or 
property should go on in his absence and 
no person should be precluded from parti- 
cipating in such proceedings. That princi- 
ple is a principle of natural justice. The 
right to appear in and defend the suit can- 
not, therefore, be said to be merely a proce- 
dui^ right. It is a substantive right which 
vests in the defendant at tlie institution of 
the suit against him. The right thus con- 
ferred on the defendant can no doubt be 
restricted or conlrolled by legi.slation but in 
order to have that effect the legislation must 
say so e.xpressly or by necessaiy' intendment 
Even the right of appeal w'hich is a creatiira 
of law^ is not a matter of procedure but is 
a substantive right vesting in a litigant at 
the institution of the proceedings. 

(Para 12) 
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•the Bent Act*), praying for an order direct- 
ing the defendants to deposit the arrears o£ 
rent The application was opposed by ^ 
the defendants and after considering me 
contentions urged on behalf of 
the trial Court passed an order on v-lO-lSoo 
in the following terms: 

•^ (a) Defendants Nos. 1 to 3 do depoat 
in the Court Its. 8225.08 on or before 
December 8. 1966, and further regulailv 
deposit in Court Bs. 245.54 every month 
first of such payment being on January 8, 
1967. 

(b) If the defendants fail to comply wit! 
any part of the above order, they shall no' 
bo entitled to appear in or defend the sui 
except with leave of the Court." 

7. Against the said order of the_ to 
Court, Bamanlal filed a revision applicatioi 
on behalf of the firm before the Appellato 
Bench of the Court of Small Causes, while 
Parmanand and IMyalcant filed a similar but 
separate application before the same Dench, 
The two applications were heard separately 
and deaded on different dates. The ap- 
plication of Bamanlal was decided on 11-1- 
19OT while that of Parmanand and 
Priyakant was decided oa 27-1 
19OT. The Appellate Bendi of the Court 
of Small Causes came to the conclusion that 
Section 11 (4) of the Bent Act which was 
Introduced in the Act by an amendment oA 
28th March. 1963 was not retrospectivo la 
oneratioD, It had no application to a suit 
yuiTs before that date ana the defendants to 

to the pro- ^ cannot be deprived of their right 

• — - to_ defend which accrued to them on the 

filmg of the suit. In both the revision a^ 
plications the Appellate Bench accorelincJy 
passed orders setting aside clause (b) of the 
order of the trial Court. It Is against those 
dedsions of the Appellate Benim the 
present petitions have been filed. 

8. Two petitions were filed because al- 
thou^ the original order of the trial Court 
was a single one, the orders passrf In the 
two revision applications were separate. SpL 
CX A. 256/67 has been filed against the 
order passed in the revision application filed 
by Bamanlal on behalf of the firm, while 
Spl. C. A. 257/67 has been filed against 
the order passed in the revision application 
filed by Parmanand and Priyakant. In the 
latter Spl, C. A. all the three defendants are 
made parties while in the former only the 
firm has been joined as an opponent because 
to_ the Bevision Application from which it 
arises, Parmanand and Priyakant were not 
parties. 

9. As both the petitions arise out of the 
same order of the Court of first distance, 
1 have heard them together. No one ap- 
peared on behalf of the firm at Ae hearing. 
Mr. Chitale appeared on behalf of Parma- 
nand and Mr. Mukadam appeared on behalf 

Priyakant. The case was, however, argo- 


5 , fb), for OTOOnents. 

In Sph Civil Appeal No. 258 ol 1967t 
H. C. Tunara, for Petitioner. 

OBDER: These two petitions arise out of 
the same order of the Court of first ^tanca 
and raise an interesting question of law for 
decision. 

2 One Kurban Hussein Bahamatam 
osvned a building called Tayeb Budding at 
Nagdevi Cross Lane, Bombay. Shop premises 
in that building were let out fay him to a 
firm doing business under the name 
style of Messrs. Keshavlal Narsidas. The 
agreed rent of the premises was Rs. 24554 
per month. As the firm fell in arrears of 
rent, Kurban Hussein gave notice to it on 
16-11-1981 demanding the arrears of tent 
from 1-11-1939 and nurporting to termi- 
nate the tenancy on the ground of non-pay- 
ment of rent To that notice Kurban Hus- 
sein received a reply dated 15-1-1962 where- 
in the firm asked for time to pay the Jrt- 
rears. No payment was, hdivever, nmde 
even thereafter and on 15-2-1962 Kurban 
Hussein filed the suit for eviction and ^ 
covery of ancara of rent, leading to tbo 
present petitions. 

3, In answer to the summons of Ae siA 
one Bamanlal Shah claiming to be tlie sole 
proprietor of the concern, put in appeawoce 
on behalf of the firm ancf filed his written 
statement on 2&-7-1M2. He did not rai» 
any contention regarding standard rent OT 
leearding the amount of arrears claimM In 
the suit but stated that the rent had 
matned in arrears oa account of some dispute 
with the landlord about repairs to Ae pre- 
mises and that he was ready and wipnc to 

S y the same. He contended that the firtn 
d been dissolved and all the former parN 
nets were therefore, necessary parties to the 
suit. ' 

4. In November, 1902 Kurban Hus^n 
moved the Court for expediting the suit but 
was unsuccessful In his attempt. He died 
on 25-12-1963 while the suit was still pend- 
ing and the seven petitioners who are hh 
legal representatives were brought on record 
in his place. 

5. On 1-6-1960 two persons named 
Parmanand M. Sh^ and Pnyakant M. Shah 
made an application in the suit alle^ng that 
they were also partners of the firm along 
with Bamanlal and praying that they should 
be joined as defendants to the suit as Baman- 
lal was not likely to safeguard their Interest. 
That application came to be granted and 
Parmanand and Priyakant were joined as 
defendants Nos. 2 and 3 on 22-7-1966. They 
filed separate writteh statements on 3-8*1960 
but the contentions ipised ^ them were 


common. One of ihe'contentions W'as that 
the agreed rent was excessive and henco 
the standard rent should \be fixed. 

6. In the meantime op 26-7-1960 the 
petitioners had made an a^licatfon to fbo 
trial Court under Section 11 ^4) of the Bom- 
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ed on bebalf of the opponents by Mr. 
Chitale alone and his arguments were adopt- 
ed by Ivtr. Mukadam. 

10. On behalf of the petitioners Mr. 
Tunara contends that the Appellate Bench 
of the Court of Small Causes was in error 
in holding that Section 11 (4) of the Kent 
Act is not retrospecbVe in operation and does 
not apply to suits which were filed before 
the date on which it came into force. He 
bases his argument on two grounds. He 
contends in the first place that the right of 
a defendant to appear in the suit and to 
file defences, is merely a procedural right 
and the amendment of the Kent Act by the 
introduction of Section 11 (4) therein being 
a procedural amendment is necessarily re- 
trospective. Secondly, according to him. 
even if the new provisions of Section 11 (4) 
of the Kent Act are not merely procedural 
and hence retrospective for that reason, the 
legislatme has made them retrospective by 
necessary intendment. 

11. Mr. Clutale does not dispute that if 
the provisions of S. 11 (4) are merely pro- 
cedural, they must be taken to be retro- 
^ective. He, however, contends that they 
are not merely procedural but affect the 
defendants’ right to appear in and defend 
file suit which is a substantive right vesting 
in them at the insHtution of the suit Mr. 
Chitale does not also dispute that Legisla- 
ture is competent to enact provisions retro- 
spectively restricting and controlling the 
vested right of a defendant to appear in 
and defend the suit but contends that the 
Legislature has not made the provisions of 
secHon 11 (4) of the Kent Act retrospective 
either expressly or by necessary intendment. 

12. Mr. Tunara’s first contenh'on need 
not detain us long. It is a fundamental 
principle of our legal system that no person 
should be condemned unheard, no decision 
affecting him should be reached behind his 
back, no proceeding which is likely to af- 
fect his life and/or property should go on 
in his absence and no person should be pre- 
cluded from participating in such proceed- 
ings. That principle is a principle of natu- 
ral justice. The right to appear in and 
defend the suit cannot, therefore, be said 
to be merelj' a procedural right. It is a 
substantive right whicli vests in the defen- 
dant at tire institution of the suit against 
him. Tiro right tlius conferred on the 
defendant c.an no doubt be restricted or 
controlled by lepslation but in order to have 
that effect tbe JcgLsIation in question must 
say so expressly or by necessary intend- 
ment.’ 

13. Even the right of appeal which is 
a creature of law Ls' not a matter of proce- 
dure but is a substantive right vesting in a 
litigant at the institution of the proceeding;. 
In Messrs. Honssein Knsam Dada (India) Lfd- 
V. State of Madhya Pradesh, AIR 1953 SC 
£21, tlieir Lordships of the Supremo Court 
observed: 


a right of appeal is not 

merely a matter of procedure. It is a matter 
of substantive ri^t. This right of appeal 
from the decision of an inferior tribunal to 
a superior Tribunal becomes vested in a 
party when proceedings are first initiated in, 
and before a decision is given, by, the in- 
ferior Court In the language of Jenkins, 
C. J., in Nana v. Sheloi to disturb an exist- 
ing right of appeal is not a mere alteraUon 
in procedure. Such a vested right cannot 
be taken away except by express enactment 
or necessaty intendment," 

The following principles regarding the nature 
of the right of appeal, were laid do\vn by 
the Supreme Court in Garikapati Veeraya 
V, Subbiah Choudliri, AIK 1957 SC 540. 

“(i) That the legal pursuit of a remedy, 
a suit, appeal and second appeal are really 
but steps in a series of proceedings all con- 
nected by an intrinsic unity and are to be 
regarded as one legal proceeding. 

(ii) The right of appeal is not a mere 
matter of procedure but is a substantive 
right. 

(iii) The insHtub'on of the suit carries with 
it the inmlication that all rights of appeal 
then in force are preserved to tlie parties 
thereto till the rest of the career of the suit. 

(iv) Tlie right of appeal is a vested right 
and sucli a right to enter tlie superior Court 
accrues to the h'tigant and e.xists as on and 
from the date the lis commences and al- 
thou^ it may be actually exercised when 
the adverse judgment is pronounced such 
right is to be governed by tlie law prevail- 
ing at the date of the insUhib'on of the suit 
or proceeding and not by the law that pre- 
vails at the date of its decision or at the 
date of the Cling of the appeal. 

(v) This a vested right of appeal can ba 
taken away only by a subsequent enactment, 
if it so provides expressly or by necessary 
intendment and not otbetxrise”. 

14. There is stronger reason for holding 
that the right to appear in and defend the 
suit is a substantive right which vests in the 
defendant at the institution of the suit 
against him and it cannot be restricted, im- 

f jaired or imperilled thercafter, except by 
egislation which does so expressly or by 
necessary intendment 

15. Tbe decision in Eeshavlal Parbluidas 
Choksi v. Maniibhai, 9 Guj LK 177 = (AIR 
1968 Guj 223) on which strong relmnce is 
placed by Mr. Tunara doss not in fact sup- 
port lus confcnb'on but supports the con- 
trary conclusion, It vras argued in tliat case 
that tl)o expression 'a summons may bo 
issued to the defendant’ appearing in Sec- 
tion 27. of the Code of Civil Procedure 
shows that tliere is no absolute right in tlie 
defendant to appear and an.swer Uie claim 
made against him. Rejecting that conten- 
tion, the Division Bench whicii decided Iho 
case obscrx’cd: 

"Section 27 appears to be intended to 
give effect to the principle audi alteram 
partem. Wbea it £a>’s that on the inslitu- 
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ton of a snit a summons may be issued to 
the defendant to appear and answer the 
daim, it does postulate that the defendant 
should have an opportunity to appear and 
ans^ve^ the claim and provides that a sum- 
mons may be issued to the defendant for 
such purpose. We may, therefore, proceed 
On the basis that Section 27 postulates a 
right in the defendant to appear and answer 
the claim". 

The vested right of the defendant to appear 
and answer the claim made against him was 
thus recognised by the Gujarat High Court 
in the above case. 

IG. The position is so clear that I do not 
think it necessary' to refer to the other provi- 
sions of the Civil Procedure Code and some 
rulings to which a reference was made by 
Mr. Tunara. Most of those ruhnfp relate to 
certain specific statutory provisions mate- 
rially different from the one with which we 
are concerned in the present case while the 
others only state that a statute altering pro- 
cedure, is ordinarily retrospective. This last 
proposition is unexceplmn.able and is not 
disputed by Mr. Chitale also. 

17. Turning to the second contention of 
Mr. Tunara there is nothing in Sec. 11 (4) 
or in the amending Act (hUharashtra Act 
No. 14 of 1963) by which it was introduced 
in the Rent Act, to make if ernressly retro- 
spective and the question which has tJier^ 
fore to he considered is, whether it can be 
said to be retrospective by necessary intend- 
ment. 

18. Mr. Tunara argued that Section 11(4) 
Is a 'remedial' measure and hence must be 
presumed to be retrospective. He refied for 
this protwition on the decision in Seth Ili(- 
Dtal V. Dr. Krishan Swaroop, AIR 1957 Raf 
118. This is a decision of a single lodge 
of the Baiasthao High Court and olllmiigh 
it is observed therein that an amending sta- 
tute which is remedial in its nature has to 
be construed as being retrospective and ap- 
plicable to pending suits, no reasons are 

E for that conclusion. On the other 
we have the decisioa of the Supram 
Court in Central Bank of India v. Their 
Workmen. AIR i960 SC 12 wherein, alter 
discussing the position relating to ‘Deijara- 
tory Acts’, it has been observed; 

“A remedial Act, on the contrary, is not 
necessarily retrosprotive, it may be either 
enlarging or restraining and it takes effect 
prospectively, unless if has a retrospective 
effect by express terms or necessary intend- 
ment." 

^so presumption about retrospective opera- 
don can, therefore, be drawn from the mere 
tact that a provision is a remedial one. This 
does not. however, mean that the fact that 
a provision is a remedial orte has no rignl* 
ficance at alb It certainly is an important 
factor to be taken into account while ar- 
riving at a conclusion as to ‘whether Aa 
particular provision is intended to be retro- 
spective. The problem alwaj-s fa to find 
lout the real intention of the I-e^lature in 


enacting the particular provision and the 
answer can generally be found by consider- 
ing the legislative history of the enactment, 
the nature of the particular provision, the 
context in which it occurs and tJie obfeetj 
which the Legislature in all probability 
wanted to achieve by enacting it, 

19. In Rusfomji v. Bai Moti, AIR 1940 
Rmi 90, a Division Bench of fhfa High 
Court had to consider the question of the 
retrospective owration of Section 53-A of 
the Transfer of Property Act Delivering 
the judgment of the Bench in that case, 
Beaumont. C. ]. observed: 

“No doubt the general principle is that 
Acts of the Legislature are not given retro- 
spective effect unless the language makes 
it dear that such was the intention, but I 
apprehend that in applying that principla 
one most have regard to the general charac- 
ter of the Act in question, and svhen con- 
struing an Act introduced for the purpose 
of applying an equitable doctrine to certain 
transactions consuiered ex hvpofhesi to bo 
lacking in equity one should not assume 
that the Legislap/re Mended that the Act 
should not liave retrospective effect, but 
srishetl to preserve riglits acquired in such 
transactions . 


20. In Shreekant Pandurang v. Emperor, 
Ain 1943 Bom 1(59 the same learned Chief 
Justice quoted with approval the following 
observations from Ilalsbury’s Laws of Eng- 
]and.- 

“The fact of a statute being remedial, or 
designed to protect the public interest, b 
matter to which meat weight fs to be at- 
tached, and a difierent principle prevails 
where the statute Is one that iatroauces a 
new remedy". 

That case related to the inteTijretah'on of an 
OidiMnce but the following observations of 
the learned Chief Justice are pertinent: 

“In my opinion the normal presumptfon 
that a statute is not intended to interfere 
with vested rights has no application to the 
construction of lliU Ordioanos. T niay also 
observe that this rule as to the construction 
of statutes does not apply even to statutes 
passed for the protection of the public.’" 
(The underlining Oiere in single ‘ ■) is mine) 
The learned Chief Justice went on to ob- 




“I would further hold that even if the 
pres^ptfon in question is to apply to this 
Drdiirance, it b clear from the circumstances 
in which the Ordinance was passed that 
Such Orain^e wa.s intended to apply re- 
trospectively , (The uoderlining (here in 
single * j fa mine). 

21. In Mst. Rafiqtiennessa v, Lai Baha- 
dur, AIR 1964 SC 1511, the Supreme Court 
had to consider the question of the retro- 
spective operation of certain provisions of 
Assam Non-Agricnltural Urban Areas Ten- 
aocy Act, 1955, and the argument urged 
was that unless a clear and unambiguous 
iatenlion is iodirafed by the Legislature by 
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adopting suitable express words in that be- 
half, no provision of a statute should be 
given retrospective operation if by such ope- 
ration vested rights are likely to be affect- 
ed. After referring to this argument their 
Lordships observed: 

“In order to make the statement of the 
law relating to the rule of construction 
which has to be adopted in dealing with 
the effect of statutory provisions in this con- 
nection, we ought to add that retrospective 
operation of a statutory provision can be in- 
ferred even in cases where .such retrospective 
operation appears to be clearly implicit in 
the provision construed in the conte.xt where 
it occurs”. 

22. Coming now to the provisions of sub- 
section (4) of Section 11 of the Rent Act 
over which the controversy has arisen in tlie 
resent case, it xvill be convenient to set out 
ere not only sub-section (4) but also sub- 
section (3) of that section (as it now stands) 
w'hich was introduced in the Act at the 
same time and by the same amending Act. 
These sub-sections read as follows: 

“(3) If any application for fixing the 
standard rent or for determining the permit- 
ted increases is made by a tenant who has 
received a notice from his landlord under 
sub-section (2) of Section 12, the Court 
shall forthwith specify the amount of lent 
or permitted increases which are to be de- 
posited in Court by the tenant, and make 
an order directing the tenant to deposit such 
amount in Court, or at the option of the 
tenant make an order to pay to tlie land- 
lord such amount thereof as the Court may 
specify, pending the final decision of the 
application. A copy of the order shall be 
served upon the landlord. Out of any 
amount deposited in Court, the Court may 
make an order for payment of such reason- 
able sum to the landlord towards , payment 
of rent or increases due to liim, as it thinks 
fit. If tlie tenant faik to deposit such 
amount or, as the case may be, to pay 
such amount thereof to the landlord, his ap- 
plication shall be dismissed. 

(4) Wierc at any stage of a suit for re- 
covery' of rent, whether \ritli or without a 
claim of possession of the premises, the 
Court is satisfied that tlie tenant is with- 
holding die rent on the mound that the 
rent is excessive and standard rent should 
be fixed, the Court shall, and in any other 
case if it appears to the Court that it is 
just and proper to make such an order the 
Court may make an order directing the 
tenant, to deposit in Court forthwith such 
amount of the rent as the Court considers 
to be reasonably due to the landlord, or 
at the option of the tenant an order direct- 
ing him to p.iy to the landlord such amount 
thereof as liie Court may .specify. Tlio 
Court may further rh.ake an order directing 
tlie tenant to deposit in Court periodically, 
such amount as it considers proper as interim 
standard rent, or at the option of the tenant 


an order to pay to the landlord such amount 
thereof as the Court may specify during 
the pendency of the suit. The Court may 
ako direct that if the tenant fails to comply 
with any order made as aforesaid within 
such time as may be allowed by 
it, he shall not be entitled to ap- 
pear in or defend the suit except 
with leave of the Court, which leave may 
be granted subject to such terms and condi- 
tions as the Court may specify.” 

A little previous history' wll show the reason 
why these two .sub-sections had to be intro- 
duced in the Rent Act. It is well known that 
the Rent Act was enacted for the benefit 
mainly of the tenants and in order to protect 
them against eviction and against being made 
subject to pay'ment of e.\orbitant rents. The 
Act therefore naturally imposes restrictions 
on the right of landlords to charge rent as 
xvell as to evict the tenants. Tlie Legisla- 
ture had, however, to see that no injustice 
was done to the landlords bey'ond what was 
absolutely' necessary for securing the protec- 
tion which was being given to the tenants. 
The protection against eviction which k em- 
bodied in section 12 k available to a tenant 
who pay's or is ready and willing to pay 
and observes and performs the other condi- 
tions of tenancy whicli are not inconsistent 
with the provisions of the Rent Act. It can 
hardly be disputed that it is the first and 
foremost duty of a tenant to go on pay- 
ing the .standard rent and permitted increases 
regularly. A tenant who is not prepared to 
do this .should have no protection under the 
Rent Act. However, as the .Act stood be- 
iore its amendment in 1963, there was no 
way of compelling tlie tenant to nay or 
deposit in Court any' amount towards rent 
during the pendency of a suit for recovery of 
rent w'ith or without a claim for no.sses- 
sion of the premises filed against him oy the 
Landlord. It k common experience that 
such a suit under the Rent Act takes seve- 
ral y'ears for its final decision and if during 
all that period the tenant could withhold 
the rent on the excuse that it w.as excessive 
and standard rent should be fixed, it would 
cause meat injti.sfice and hard.ship to the 
landlonJ. The e.xplanalion to .Section 12 
xvhich is now niimhered as E,xplan;ition I, 
provided for a presumption of re.idiness and 
willingness to pay in favour of the tenant 
if within one month of (ho receipt of the 
notice under Section 12 (2) from tlie land- 
lord he made an application for fixation of 
staiid.ard rent and tlicreafler paid or tendcr- 
ctl the amount of rent or permitted increases 
specified in an order which the Court ’.vas 
required to make on such an application 
under Section II (3) as it then stoori. Them 
wa-s. however, no obligation on him to de[X>- 
sit any amount in Court nor Ind the Court 
any power to pay out to the landlord .such 
amount, if any, iis the tenant chose to rkpo- 
sit during tlie pendency of his application 
or of the suit filed by the landlord. Tfio 
power to pay to tlie lindlord port or whole 
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of the amotmt which fiie tenant may have 
voluntarily deposited, was for the first tima 
given to the Court by an amendment In 
1933. By that amendment which was ef- 
fected by Bombay Act 61 of 1953, suVsee* 
tion (4) was added to Section 12. Even 
then there was no power in the Court to 
compel die tenant to imke any payment to 
the landlord or to deposit aiiy amount in 
Court. This was pointed out by Cluef Jus* 
tice Cha^ in Karamsey Kanji v. Vahi 1^1 
(1954) 56 Bom LR 619, The learned Chiej 
Justice had to bold in that case that the 
Court had no jurisdiction under the law ^ 
it dien stood, to order the tenant to dqxiat 
any amount in Court. That being the posi« 
tion, the tenant could withhold the tent 
during the pendency of an application under 
Section 11 filed by himselt as well as if 
a suit filed by the landlord, without any im- 
mediate penal consequences following to 
him on that account. 

23. Sub-section (3) of Section 11 as it 
stood before 2Sth March, 1963 was in the 
following terms: 

“If an application for fmng the standard 
rent or for determining the permitted in- 
creases is made by a tenant who has re- 
ceived a notice from his landlord under sob- 
section (2) of Section 12, the Court shall 
forthwith make an order spedfying the 
amcmnt of rent or permitted increases to bo 
paid hy the tenant pending the final ded- 
Sion of the applicatii^ and a copy of such 
Older shall be served upon the landlord*. 
Sub-section (4) of Section 11 as it sow 
stands, Is a wholly new provision while the 
original sub-section (S) b^ been substituted 
by the present sub-scOTon (3) which I have 
already set out It will be seen that these 
new provisions now empower the Court to 
order the tenant to deposit certain amounts 
io an arolication for fixation of standard 
rent made by him, as well as in a suit filed 
against him by 1^ landlord and to direct 
that if he fails to deposit those amounts, his 
application shall stand dismissed and ho 
sbsll net be eniitl«j to appear ia sad defeod 
the landlord’s suit except with the leave of 
the Court. This new power is given to 
the Court evidently for the protectiem of 
the landlords and in order to prevent the 
tenants taking undue advantage of the pro- 
tection afforded to them by me Rent Act 
24. The LcOTlahire had realised the wv' 
[ustice and hardship which was likely to be 
caused to the landlords by the tenants un- 
reasonably withholding the rent on the 
ground that it was excessive and standaid 
rent should be fixed or on other grounds 
and wanted to avoid that residt by enact- 
ing sub-section (4) of Section 11 of the Rent 
Act Provision of this nature has to bo 
mterpreted in such a way as to advance the 
remedy and suppress tho\mischief. I may 
quote here the following \ observations of 
’chief Justice Chada in Sardar Syedna Taher 
S^ fuddin V. TVeobhal Moossji Eoicha, 65 

\ 


Eom LR 1 = (AIR 1953 Bom 183) in con- 
pectioa widi the interpretation of another 
statute: 

**1116 real question that we have to cona- 
der is what was the mischief that the Le^s- 
lature intended to suppress, because it is 
dear that the Act we are considering is a 
remedial measure, and it is well settled that 
the Court should give full effect to a reme- 
dial measure to the extent that the language 
used by the Legislature is capable of extend- 
ing the remedy to the mischief which the 
Le^lature had in mind". 

As the provisions of sub-section (4) of Sec- 
tion 11 of the Rent Act are intends to pro- 
tect the landlords against the mischief which 
might result by Ae tenants unreasonably 
withholding the rent, it would be 
reasonable to suppose that the Legislature 
intended to axteria that motection to all 
landlords including those whose proceedings 
were already pending in the Court at the 
time when the amendment was made. The 
provision which is made for the benefit of 
the landlortls will have to be interpreted in 
such a way that the maximum number of 
that dass gets the benefit of it. In that 
view of the matter it must be held that the 
provisions of sub-section (4) of Section 11 
are retrospective and opplv to proceedings 
pending at the time when the amending Act 
came into force. 

25. Mr. Chitale mainly relied on the pre- 
sumption against dving retrospective opera- 
tion to statutes xmch affect vested r^hts. 
No doubt that presumption has generally to 
be drawn but as I have already minted out; 
it is not an absolute rule and where as here 
the intention of the Legislature to ^ve re- 
trospective operation to the provisos of 
the statute in question can bo clearly seen, 
the presumption against retrospective opera- 
tion cannot arise. 

20. Mr. Chit^e pointed oirt that Seo 
tioo 11 (4) empowers the Court to pass the 
orders contem^ated therein, even m cases 
other than those where the tenant is with- 
bolding the rent on the ground that it & 
excessive and standard rent should be fixed. 
H© argued that the tenant may have a good 
defence unrelated to the question of rent 
or may have a genuine dispute regardiig the 
amount claimed by the landlord as arrears 
of rent; he may, tor instance, have a good 
defence of Satisfaction. If in such a case 
Iho temant fa unable to comply \vith the 
order of the Court, the suit womd be decreed 
against him without his defence being con- 
sidered and grave iolustice would be caused 
to him. I do not think there fa any reason 
to apprehend such a result. The power to 
make the orders contemplated by Sec. II (4) 
of Sie Rent Act in cases other than those 
srfiws the tenant is uithholdtog the rrat an 
the ground that it Is excessive, is discre- 
tionary and there is no reason to suppose 
that in arriving at the conclusion that it fa 
7ust and proper to make such an order the 
Court will not take into consideration fill 
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the circumstances of the case. In any event 
the position would be the same whether the 
order is made in a suit pending at the date 
when Section 11 (4) was enacted or in a 
suit filed thereafter, 

27. The result of the above discussion is 
fliat the provisions of Section 11 (4) of Ae 
Bent Act must be taken to be retrospectiva 
in their operation and applicable to pending 
suits. The orders of the Appellate Bench 
of the Court of Small Causes cannot there* 
fore be sustained. 

28. The rule is accordin^y made abso* 
lute, the orders impugned in both the peti- 
tions are quashed and set aside and the 
order of the trial Coiurt is restored. The 
petitioners shall get their costs in both the 
petitions. 

Rule made absolute. 


AIR 1970 BOhlBAY 249 O’’ 57 C 43J 
K. K. DESAI AISD VAIDYA, JJ- 

Madanlal Shankar Malivval and another. 
Petitioners v. State of Maharashtra and an- 
other, Opponents. 

Special Civil Appin, No. 1435 of 1967, 
D/- 80-9-1969, 

Tenancy Laws — Maharashtra Agricultu- 
ral Lands (Ceilings on Holdings) Act (27 
.of 19G1), Sections 3, 4, 6 and 2 (20) —i 
Determination of land in excess of ceiling 
area — Separate holdings held by otIiCT 
family members — Whether can be club- 
bed as single holdinn. 

Where certain land is gifted by husband to 
his wife rmder re^tered deed of ^ft exe- 
cuted after getting permission under Se(> 
tion 47 of the Hyderabad Tenanw and Am- 
cultural Lands Act (21 of 1930), the holcL 
ing belonging to xvife cannot be clubbed 
with the holding of tire husband merely on 
the presumption of Hindu law that husband 
and wife form a family and the rostered 
deed and the permission granted under Se^ 
tion 47 cannot be ignored. (Paras o, 

In spite of the fact that under clause (20J 
of Section 2 a fatlier, son, daughter and 
motlicr would be members of a family and 
in spite of the fact tliat a husband and who 
would be members of a family and a bro- 
tlier and brotlier would bo members of a 
family, tliere is nothing in the provisions in 
Section 4 to warrant a Ending that separate 
holdings of diese members or a family are 
liable to be clubbed together and held to 
be a single holding in connecHon witli as- 
‘ certainment of lands held by Oicsc indiW- 
duals as being in e.xccss of cpilmg area de- 
termined under the Act. Tliis is also clear 
from tlse provisions of Section 6. Under 
Hindu Law as well ns Muslim and other 
Laws, members of' families having joint hold- 
ing arc permitted to have and can oara 
Ecparato individual pr operties of tlicir own 

AN/AN/A25S/70/D\T/P 


ownership. These separate properties could be 
agricultural lands and provisions in S. 4 could 
not be Held to mean that separate holdings 
of members of a family were liable to be 
clubbed into a single holding for ascertain- 
ing excess land held by the f amily as a unit. 

(Para 8)' 

A. V, Sawanl; for Petitioners; M. B. Eadam, 
Asst. Govt Pleader, for Opponents. 

K. K. DESAL J,: — In this petition under 
Article 227 of the Consfa’tufa’on the petitioners 
challenge the correctness of the Commis- 
sioner’s order and decision dated May 30, 
1967 whereby in the suo motu enquirj’' held 
by the_ Commissioner under sub-section (2) 
of Section 45 of the Maharashtra Agricultu- 
ral Lands (Ceilings on Holdings) Act, 1961, 
the Commissioner held that she lands of the 
second petitioner Godavaribai, (being the 
wife of the first petitioner), consisting of tlie 
aggregate area of 83 acres 4 guntlias, were 
liable to be added to the 112 acres and 19 
gunthas of the land-holding of the first peti- 
tioner for ascertaining the surplus lands held 
by the first petitioner in excess of the ceiling 
area fixed under the above Act 

2. On the return being filed by tlie first 

E etitioner originally the Collector, Parbhani 
y In's decision and order dated November 
80, 1964 held that the first petitioner was 
the owner of lands of the aggregate area of 
110 acres 32 guntlias. One hundred and 
eight acres was the ceiling fixed for tlie area. 
He, therefore, held that the first petitioner 
held 2 acres and 32 gunthas of land as sur- 
plus land and directed notice under Sec- 
tion 16 of the Act to issue in respect of that 
surplus holding. The Commissioner in the 
suo motu enquiry held by him held that the 
first petitioners lands aggregated to 110 acres 
and 19 guntlias. His wife, the second peti- 
tioner, owned sLx other lands of the aggre- 
gate area of 83 acres and 4 minthas. Bi 
connection with that holding of the second 
petitioner, the argument before the Com- 
missioner on behalf of the second petitioner 
was tliat these lands had been acquired by 
the second petitioner under registered deeds 
of gift executed after permission was granted 
in that connection imder Section 47 of the 
Hyderabad Tenancy and Agricultural Lands 
Act, 1950. As these lands were of the sepa- 
rate ownership of and were held separately 
in exclusive possession by the second peti- 
tioner. tlieso lands were not liable to ba in- 
cluded under the .above Act in the aggregate 
land-holding of the first petitioner for ascer- 
tainment of the .surplas lands held by the 
first petitioner. Tlie Commissioner rejeeted 
that contention b)' obsen’ing that tlie import- 
ant point for consideration was as to whe- 
ther Godavaribai (second petitioner) was joint 
or separate from land-holder (Erst petitioner) 
and mere omission of her name in tlie return 
made b>' the Erst petitioner did not cstahlish 
that she was .separate from tlie first peti- 
tioner. He stated: 

"No substantial evidence h.as liecn produc- 
ed to the cfTcct tliat she is separate in cstiato 
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from her husband. Under the Hindu Law 
wife is presumed to be joint in all respects 
with her husband, unless contrary is proved. 
As such the land held by her will have to 
be included while counting the holding of 
the land-holder” (first petiHoner.) 

For the above reason, he rejected the con- 
tentions made on behalf of tne second peti- 
tioner and made the findings as already re- 
cited above. 

2A. On behalf of the petitioners the maiti 
contention of law that is made is that on a 
true construction of the relevant provisions 
of the Act, lands held by members of a 
family separately from other members of the 
family cannot be considered as a single hold- 
ing for ascertainment of surplus lands in 
excess of ceiling area held by the family. 
The submission was that even though having 
regard to the dehnitions contained in Sec- 
tion 2 of the Act. the second petitioner, as 
wife, must be held to be member of the 
family consisting of henelf and her husband, 
(the first petitioner), her S€marate holding 
cannot be consider^ as holding of t}» 
family or the same person under Section 4 
(1) of the Act. Her holding must be con- 
sidered indejwndcntly and separately in as- 
certainment of surplus lands held in excess 
of ceiling area by the first petitioner, her 
busband. 

3. The first contentfon on behalf of the 
respondents was that a “penon" was defined 
in Sectira 2 (22) of the Act to iticlude a 
family and the language of Section 4 (1) 
has the effect of directing that holdings of all 
the members of a family must be considered 
holdings of a single person and the holdings 
of all members of the family were liable 
to be clubbed together for ascertainment of 
surplus lands held by the family in excess 
of ceiling area. 

4. A separate and important second con- 
tention made on behalf of the petitionen 
was that the finding of fact made by the 
Commissioner that the second pefitioBer was 
in respect of ber properties not separate from 
the first petitioner was based on a presumu- 
tion of Hindu Law which was not applicable 
in connection with findings to be made 
under the Act The provisions of the Act 
excluded aiiplication of presumption of 
Hindu Law in respect of matters to be 
coasidered under the provi«ions of the Act 
In connection with this finding the Commis- 
sioner failed to consider documentary evi- 
dence produced on behalf of the second 
petitioner by the first petitioner in the en- 
qtury proceedings before (he Comm&sioner. 

5. In connection with the Erst conten- 
tion the following provisions in the Act re- 
quire to be noticed. TThe Act was enacted 
to impose a maximum limit (or c^in^ on 
the holding of agricultural land and to ijnv 
vide for acquisition and dLstribution of £ind 
held in excess of such ceiling and for mat- 
ters connected with purpose daresaid. TTie 
preamble as above quoted requires to bo 
noticed because in our view, the Act whidh 


provided for compulsory de^vatfon of pro- 
pertia which were surplus held by agricul- 
tural owners was liable to be strictly con- 
stmed. 

6. In the definition Section 2 clauses (H), 
(14), (20) and (^) run as follows: — 

“(11). “Family” includes, a Hindu undivid- 
ed family, and in the case of the other na- 
sons, a group or unit the members of which 
by custom or usage, are joint In estate or 
possession or residence. 

(14) "To hold land", xvith its grammatical 
variations and cognate expressions, means to 
be lawfully in actual possession of land as 
owner or as tenant and “holding" shall be 
construed accordingly. 

(20) “Members of a family” means a 
father, mother, spouse, brother, son, grand- 
son, or dependent sister or datighler, and in 
the case or a Hindu undivided family a mem- 
ber thereof and also a divorced and depen- 
d«?nf <}3ushter. 

(22). “Person" includes a family,” 

The relevant provisions in Sections 4 and 0 
are as follows:— 

”4 (1) Subject to the provisions of this Act 
DO pmoo shall hold land In excess of the 
ceiling area, as determined in the manner 
bereioa/ter provided. 

2 z z z * \ 

6. Where a famfly consists of inemben 

which exceed five in number, the family 
shall be entitled to hold land exceeding tb^ 
cefL'ng area to the extent of 

Provided that for the purpose of Inereasimj 
the holding of a family in excess of the cell- 
ing area as aforesaid, if any member thereof 
holds any land separately, he shall not be 
regarded as a member of that iamQy (or 
such purpose.” 

7. The main contention of the parties 
must arise on the provisions of Section 4 
whereunder no person can hold land in ex- 
cess of ceiL'ng area as determined under ttw 
Act, The phrase “hold” as contained in this 
Act must, be construed in accordance with 
the lani^age in clause (14) of Section 2 and 
must, therefore, mean “to be lawfully in ac- 
tual possession of the land as owner”. The 
contention on behalf of the respondents, after 
relying upon the definitions of “member of a 
family" and “family" in clauses (20) and (11) 
of Sretion 2, is that the plirase “person” ss 
TOntarned in Section 4 means “all the meiO' 
bers of a family whether joint or separate", 
Jn the present case, therefore, the phrase 

Person includes the first petitioner and his 
v^e, the second petitioner. Between both 
of them, in the submission of the respon-_j 
dents, if they hold lands as “owners in po»- * 
session” in excess of ceiling area, the sur- 
plus lands held could be acquir^ from theta 
and distributed in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the Act. 

8. In our view, there is no justification in 
a^repting the above submission of the r^ 
pendents. In spite of the fact that undtf 
clause (20) a father, son and daughter and 
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mother would, be members of a family ai^ 
in spite of the fact that a husband and wfe 
would be members of a family and a brother 
and brother would be members of a family, 
there is nothing in the provisions in Sec- 
tion 4 to warrant a Ending that separate 
holdings of these members of a family were 
liable to be clubbed together and held to be 


a single holding 


a siiimc in connection wth s^cer- 

tainment of lands held bv these individu^ 
as being in excess of ceiling area determm- 
ed under the Act. Now, this finding can be 
iusHfied by the language in the proviso ot 
Section 6 wliich clearly indicates m respect 
of the single unit of a joint Hmdu family 
that if any member of such farnily hol^ 
any land separately, he shall not be regard- 
ed as a member of the family for the pur- 
poses of Section 6. The language of the 
proviso indicates that under the Act, sepa- 
rate holdings of coparceners of a joint Hmdu 
family were not liable to be included in the 
holding of the joint family under Section 4 
for ascertainment of the land held by such 
family in excess of the ceiling area deter- 
mined under the Act This construction can 
be justified also by noticing that under 
Hindu Law as well as Muslim and other 
Laws, members of families having joint 
holdings me permitted to liave and (^n 


rate ownership of these lands as claimed on 
behalf of the second petitioner, the Com- 
missioner should not have proceeded to de- 
cide the question merely on the presump- 
tion of Hindu Law as he did. The Com- 
missioner should have examined these docu- 
ments which were on the record before him 
for finding out as to the transfer of physical 
possession of all these lands by Uie first 
petitioner to the second petitioner and in that 
connection to ascertain as to how from the 
dates of the deeds of gifts executed in her 
favour, the second petitioner had dealt with 
these lands in her own right. Upon examining 
all these documents, tlie Commissioner was 
at liberty to hold that in fact that tlie second 
petitioner had never acquired possession or 
separate ownership of tliese lands. Without 
making such a finding, it was impossible for 
the Commissioner to hold that tlie second 
petitioner was not in separate divided pos- 
session of these lands or that these lands 
were in possession of and held by the first 
petitioner as his own lands, as \vas neces- 
saiy under Section 4 (1) of the Act. It is 
necessary to remand the matter of the en- 
quiry proceedings under sub-section (21 of 
Section 45 of me Act to the Commissioner 
to enable him to look into all the relevant 
documentaiy and oral evidence that may be 


holdinp their ov;;S ^rodured befoTe him on behalf of the neti- 

m^^hip“^'^S.sep^te ^,roperties could tioners. , The Commissioner xvill proceed to 


be agricultural lands and provision m bee- 
don 4 could not be held to mean that sepa- 
rate holdings of members of a famm; were 
liable to be clubbed into a sinde 
ascertaining excess land held b/ the family 
as a unit. 

9 These findings have the consequrace 
of setting aside of the Commissioners ordCT 
which wfs made on 

holdings of a female, being a vnfe of a land- 
holder, were necessarily hable to be clu^ 
bed witli the holding of her husband undCT 
Section 4 for ascertaining land in exce.ss or 
cdling area held by him. The Commissions 
w^as liable to proceed to decide the qu^tJons 
which arose before him on the fooP"R ^ 
the true construction and effect of the pro- 
visions in Section 4 was as stated above. 

10. Mr. Sawant for the petitioners is 
right in his submission that along with the 
WTitten statement filed by Ae first petitioner, 
documentao’ evidence in tlie shape of snne- 
tions for alienation granted under Section 9bA 
(2) of the Tenancy Act and the repsfered 
deeds of gifts dated 2-‘f-1953 and Februa^ 
21 1953 executed by the first petitioner m 

-favour of the second petitioner in respwt or 
the aforesaid lands mention^ m the Coii^ 
mlssioner’s order and the \ II-XII extracts m 
respect of these lands showing separate indi- 
vidual possession of the second petitioner o. 
these lands since the date of the de«Is of 
gift in her favour were produced. _ Hut m 
making ids findings, the Commissioner h^ 
failed to look into these documimts. Itis 
quite clear that in coaneclioa witli the sepa- 


decide the questions which will arise before 
him in the above ennuirj’ in accordance with 
law including as declared above. 

11. Rule absolute. Directions as above 
mentioned. There will be no order as to. 
costs. 

Rule made absolute. 


Am 1970 BOMBAY 251 (V 57 C 44) 
DESHMUKH, J. 

Gowndram Mihamal, Appellant v. Chetu- 
mal Villardas, Respondent 

A F A. D. No. 118 of 1962, D/- 30-6- 
1969. from decision of Dist J., at Wardha, 
in Civil Appeal No. S4-B of 1960. 

(A) Limitation Act (1908), Section 19 — 
Stamp Act (1899), Sch. I, Article 1 — Ac- 
knowledgments under — Distinction bc- 
^vcen, pointed out — Documents of nckaiow- 
ledgmcnt — Construction of — Intention of 
parties to he ascertained — To ascertain in- 
tention, surrounding circumstances to he taken 
into consideration — Held, on consfnictioig 
that documents in tjuestion did not fall 
under Article 1 of Sch. I of Stamp Act y- 
Even llioiigli unstamped, they wctc adtms- 
siblc in cridcncc for proving acknowledg- 
ment of debt 

Tlie moment a document falls under Arti- 
cle 1 of Schedule I of the Stamp Act it is 
required to be affixed witli the reqmsito 
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stamp. In the absence of an^ snch stam^ 
file document would be inadmissible in evi- 
dence for any purpose as laid down by Sec- 
tion 85 of the Stamp Act. However, an 
acknosTledffment which is not one under Arti- 
cle 1 of Schedule I of the Stamp Act but 
is othenvise an acknowledcment or the debt 
saving limitation under Section 19 of the 
Limitation Act, 1908, the insulBdency or 
want of stamp is irrelevant and the oocu- 
ment would still be admissible for provi^ 
the acknowledgment. (Para 7) 

The distinguishing feature between the 
two acfcnowl^gments is that the acknowledg- 
ment under the Limitation Act merely ac- 
knowledges the liability in respect of any 
poperty or right. The acknowledgment fall- 
ing under the Stamp Act, however, requires 
that it should supply evidence of such debt 
in any book or a separate piece of paper 
and that such book or piece of paper is to 
be left in the possession of the creditor. 
This being the distinction, by lookiag to the 
document executed by the debtor, it is neces- 
sary to ascertain the Intention of the parties. 
Since a document could contain In It several 
kinds of averments It ft necessary to deter- 
mine the dominant intentioQ of the parties 
in executing the document concerned. la 
order to find out the real inteotioa of the 
parties, ft Is permissible to take into account 
the surrounding circumstances. If the result 
of such examloatioa lends to the condusioa 
that the document was not intended to sup. 
ply evidence of the debt, then it may sot 
under Article 1 of Schedule I of the 
Stamp Act. AIR 1959 Bom 269, Folk 

(Para 0) 

Ori ginal sarkat note was admitted in evi- 
dence. The two subsequent unstamped sar- 
kat notes were being used by the pkdntiff 
for the purpose of fenging the suit within 
limitation. The entire writing of the two 
Sarkat notes was In the lumawritieg of (he 
debtor (defendant). He has signed below 
those entries and there was also an attesta- 
tion by a witness below those entries. The 
defendant admitted ia those entries io the 
account books that the amount was Khata 
from the last pago of the note book. 

Held on constmetion of the documents 
that they did not fall under Article 1 of Sch. 
I of the Stamp Act. Both the documents 
were therefore, admissible In evidence for 
proving acknowledgment of the debt They 
also provided a fresh cause of action. The 
dominant intention of the defendant was not 
to supply evidence of debt (Paras 7, 10) 

(B) Hindu Succession Act (193G), Se^ 
tions C, Explanation 1 and 30 — Ccmtract 
Act (1872), Section 45 — Money advanced 
by deceased bclonjphg to feint Hindo family 
— Deceased leaving behind him, among 
other heirs, two married danglers — Suit 
by ridest sea of deceased for recovery of 
xnon^ without joining the two daughters as 
parties — Suit held was not pn^eriy 


presented and was not niainta^ble — Effect 
of Section C and its Eiplanaticra J, stated. 

Both parts of Section 6, namely, the op^ 
fag section and the proviso are sobstantiva 
provisions enacted by the Hindu Succession 
Act for the purpose of znodifying the easily 
maty Hindu Law and creating new heirs and 


heushim to the jnope^ of a deceased 
hlitaksnara i ’ " *’ 


................a coparcener, \'^eDever there jue 

female relatives specified in that Class claim- 


fag through the femje relatives, the interest 
of the deceased in the Mitakshara coparce- 
nary property has to “devolve by testamen- 
tary or intestate succession, as the case 
be, under this Act and not by survivorship . 
The partition contemplated by Explanation 1 
fa a notional partition. It need not be taken 
to be an actum partition. (Paras 17, 18, 23) 

In a Hindu coiparcenary family, on the 
death of one of the coparceners, the interest 
of the deceased been ascertained for the 
punxise of separate succession under the Act 
ana that saccession introdaces a new class 
of heirs who are not or may not be members 
of the joint Hindu family. (Para 24) 

NVhen the death of a coparcener takes 
place in a family falling under the proviso 
to Section 6, the female heirs like the 
daughters who are married long before in- 
herit an interest in the Joint family property 
by snccessIoD under the Hindu Succession •. 
Act. and that interest or share becomes vest- 
ed in them. The represenlative character o! 
the Karta ft dearly affected. He cannot^ 
tepreenl that property which vests in a per* 
son other than a coiwceoer. The nature n! 
the prop ert y also suffers to soma extent The 
undivided coparcenary pro per t y Md certain 
special characters. The essence of coparce- 
nary under the Mitakshara law ft the unity 
of ownership. Cuo law discussed, 

(Para 25) 

Thercrore, where the money advanced 
by the deceased who left behind him among, 
omer heirs two married danghtcis, belong. 
TO to the joint Hindu family, the suit EIm 
by the eldest son of the deceased without 
Joining the daughten as parties was, held, 
not maiotaioable as not being a nroperly 
representative suit The tvro married sisters 
m (he plaintiff who were married long back 
Wore the institution of the suit had vested 
shares in the interest of their deceased father 
fa ibo joint Hindu family of which the plain, 
tiff claimed to be the Karta. T^t interest 
cease d to Lave the character of joint famfly 
property and as such the plaintiff amid not 
i^esent that Interest as a Karta of the joint 
Hindu family. Since the interest of the two 
married daughters was not represented, th_®__ 
name of the suit was defective and the suit ' 
was liable to be dismissed. (Para 27) 
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M. N. Phadke and M. W. Puranik, for Ap- 
pellant; B. B. Ranade, for Respondent. 

JUDGMENT: — This is plaintifFs appeal, 
whose suit for recovery of an amount under 
a sarkat note has been dismissed by the twoi 
Courts below. 

2. So far as this appeal is concerned, no 
dispute on facts survives for consideration. 
Certain findings have been given by the two 
Courts below which are normally binding on 
this Court. Even otherwise, they appear 
to be in consonance with tire facts and cir- 
cumstances and do not require to be reconsi- 
dered. The position of facts that appears to 
be proved and which could be taken as a 
basis for the decision of tliLs second appeal 
is this: Mithamal, tire father of the plain- 
till, as a karta of tire joint Hindu family, ad- 
vanced a loan to the defendant on 19-6-1950 
under a sarkat note. The loan was renew- 
ed or acknowledged by another sarkat 
note, dated 9-6-1953. There was a third 
sarkat note, dated 9-6-1956. After their 
renewal Mithamal died in or about Febru- 
ary 1958. The plaintiff, who is the eldest 
son of Mithamal, has filed tlie present suit 
on 15-6-1959 for recovery of the amount 
due under the sarkat note. The plaintiff 
has claimed the principal amount under the 
sarkat note togetlier with interest. 

. 8. Several defences were raised. The de- 
fendant pleaded that he was not paid any 
amount at all. Alternatively, it was pleaded 
lliat Mithamal never advanced the nmoimt 
as a karta of the joint Hindu family. It was 
hLs personal transaction and the suit bv the 
laintiff alone is not valid. Mithamal left 
cliind, among otlier heirs, t^vo married 
daughters. Without joining tliem as parties, 
die suit was not n properly representativo 
suit and must fail. Yet anotlicr defence 
was that tlic sarkat note was an acknowIcd.g- 
ment within the meaning of Article 1 of 
Schedule I of the Stamp' Act. As die sub- 
sequent acknowledgment notes do not bear 
any stamp, they are inadmissible in madcnco 
for any purpose. In that event die suit on 


the original cause of acHon would be bar- 
red by limitation. It was also pointed out 
that the advance was in the nature of money- 
lending transaction and the plaintiff or his 
fatiier not having had any licence under the 
Moneylenders Act the suit ought to be dis- 
missed. 

4. The Trial Court as well as the first 
Appellate Court gave concurrent findings on 
some of the points and differing ones on some 
others. Both Courts held that the defence 
of non-payment had no substance and the 
consideration of the document had been 
proved. They also held concurrendy that 
Mithamal and tie plaintiff formed a joint 
Hindu family, and the money advanced be- 
longed to the joint family. It was, therefore, 
a transaction of the joint family. The Trial 
Court held that the transaction was a money- 
lending transacdon, whereas the Appellate 
Court held that this was a single transaction 
of the plaintiff’s family and could not be 
described as a moneylending transaction. 
However, boUi Courts unanimously held that 
the sarkat notes of 1953 and 1956 were in 
the nature of acknowledgments within the 
meaning of Article 1 of Schedule I of the 
Stamp Act, and in the absence of proper 
stamp, they were not admissible in evidence 
at all. Both of diem further held that, by 
the death of Mithamal, the principle of re- 
presentation of die joint family property^ by 
its karta was not available to die present 
plaintiff. Mithamal is survived by tivo mar- 
ried dau^tets who are female relatives spe- 
cified in Class I of the Schedule to the 
Hindu Succession Act as laid down by the 
proviso to Section 6 and, as such, the inte- 
rest of the deceased Mithamal in the joint 
Hindu family property partly devolved on 
them by succession, The plaintiff could not 
represent his sisters as their interest could 
not bo described as joint family property. 
By the principle of Section 45 of die Con- 
tract Act, the suit by the plaintiff alone is 
not maintainable and deserves to bo dismiss- 
ed. With these findings, both the Courts 
below dismissed die suit. Plaintiff, being ag- 
grieved has filed this second appeal. 

5. For the purpose of tliis appeal, I may 
point out that the finding of tho Appellate 
Court diat the suit transaction %vas a single 
transaction of the plaintiff’s family and as 
such did not amount to nionevlending busi- 
ness, is not being clialJcngcd before mo, I 
will, therefore, take it that die sarJuit note 
of 1950 was a transaction witli consideration 
and it was a single transaction of the plain- 
tiff’s family. I will also hold it proved that 
Mith.amal and the pl.aintifi fomiod a joint 
Hindu family and flic suit transaction uus 
dial of the joint Hindu family. With theso 
findings of fact, only tsvo questions of law 
sutvnve for consideration. Tho first is whe- 
ther die sarkat notes of 1953 and 1053 
amount to ncknmvledgmcnts within the mean- 
ing of Article 1 of Schedule I of the Stamp 
Act, or they are othcr\riso acknowlerlgmcnts 
only for the purpose of Section 19 of the 
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Limitation Act. The second point for con- 
sideration is whether the present suit by the 
plaintiff without impleading his sisters, either 
as plaintiffs or defendants, is legally main- 
tainable. 

6. So far as the first point ls_concemed, 
the original sarJcat note of 1950 has al- 
ready been admitted by the Courts below 
in evidence. As pointed out by the first Ap- 
pellate Court, no particular objection was 
raised to it and the suit did not seem to ^ 
based upon that document. Under the cir- 
cumstances, the sarkat note having been ad- 
mitted in evidence, it was not open to the 
defendant to challenge its admissilwlily at a 
later stage. However, the two subsequent 
sarkat notes of 1953 and 1956 are being 
used by the plaintiff for the purpose of bring- 
ing the suit within limitation, as svell as 
basing the claim on them. It Is, therefore, 
necessary to examine the nature of these two 
documents. 

7. It is not being disputed or doubted 
that both these documents are acknowledg- 
ments. Unless they are acknowledf^enls, 
they would not falf either under Section 19 
of the Limitation Act, or Article 1 of Sch^ 
dule 1 of the Stamp Act. The entire writ- 
ing of the two sarkat notes of 1953 and 1950 
' appears to be in the handwriting of the 
detendant. He has signed below those eo- 
tries. There is an attestation by a wit- 
ness below each of these entries. 
The defendant admits la these entries In the 
account books that the amount of Rs. 2000/- 
aod £^00/- respectively was Khata bald 
from the last page of the cote book. It is, 
therefore, an unconditional acknowledgment 
that he is liable to pay the amount mentioa- 
ej as brou^t forward in (he account books. 
Would such an acknowledgment fall only 
tinder Section 19 of the Limitation Act of 
1908. or would it fall under Article I of 
Schedule I of the Stamp Acti' It is possible 
that a particular document in Question may 
fall under both the provisions. It may serve 
as an acknowledgment under Section 19 of 
die Limitation Act, but the contents and the 
surrounding circumstances might show that 
It is also an acknowledgment under Article 1 
of Schedule I of the Stamp Act. The moment 
a document falls under Aaticle 1 of Schedule 
I of the Stamp Act, it is required to be afb- 
ed with the requisite stamp. In the absence 
of any such stamp, the document would be 
inadmissible in evidence for any purpose as 
laid down by Section 35 of the Inaian Stamp 
Act. However, an acknowledgment wbioi 
is not one under Article 1 of Schedule I of 
the Stamp Act but is otherwise an acknow- 
ledgment of the debt saving limitation under 
Section 19 of the Limitation Act, 190S, ibe 
insiiiEciency or want of stamp b irrelevant 
and. the document would still be admissible 
for proving the aclnowledgment 

8. What b it therefore that dbtinguisbes 
the acknowledgment under - the Limitatioa 
Act from that under the Indian Stamp Act, 


The wording of Section 19 of the Umitation 
Act, 1908, shows that where, before the ex- 
piration of the period prescribed for a suit or 
apnIicatioD in respect of any ‘ proper^ or 
ri^t, an acknowledgment of liability 
{□ respect of such property or 
has been made in writing signed by 
the party hgainst whom such property or 
right b claimed, or by some person through 
wmom he derives title or liability, a fresh 
period of limitation shall be computed from 
the time when the acknowledgment was so 
signed If the writing did not bear any 
diate, it fc open to prove by evidence that it 
was executed on a particular date. 

9. As against thb, acknowledgment fall- 
ing under Article 1 of Schedule I of the 
Stamp Act requires that it should be in writ- 
ing relating to a debt exceeding Rs. 20/-. It 
sh^ld be a writing written or signed by, or 
on behalf of, a debtor in order to supply 
evidence of such debt in any book (other than 
a banker ‘s pass book) or on a separate piece 
of paper when such book or paper is left in 
the creditor's possession. There is a nmvbo 
which lays down that such acknowledgment 
does not contain any prombe to pay the debt 
■or any stipulation to pay interest or to deli- 
ver any goods or other property. The distin- 
euishing feature between the two acknow- 
l^gments appairs to be (hat the acknow- 
ledgment under the Limitatioo Act merely 
acknowledges the liability in respect of any 
property or right. 'The acknowledgment 
bihng under (he Stamp Act, however, re- 
ouircs that it should supply evidence of such 
debt In any book or a separate piece of paper 
and that such book or piece of paper b to 
be left In the p'>ssession of the erraitor. This 
being the distinction. It appears to me that 
by looking to the document execute by 
the debtor, it Is necessary to ascertain the 
Intention of the parties. Since a document 
could conlain in it several kinds of aver- 
menb it la necessary to determine the 
dominant intention of the parties in execut- 
ing the document concerned. Was it meant 
to be a document supplying evidence of the 
debt or was it merely an acknowledgment 
of liability in respect of the debt or pro- 
perty supplying a fresh period of limitation?! 
In order to find out the real intention of the 
parties, it is permissible to take into account 
the Surrounding circumstances. If the result 
of sudi examination leads to the conclusion 
that the document was not intended to sup- 
ply evidence of the debt, then it may not 
rail under Article 1 of Schedule I of the 
Stamp Act. 

10. In J. C. hfehta v. P, C. Mody. AIH 
1959 Bom 289 a Division Bench of tins 
Court observed as follows: 

“The question as to svhether a document 
falls within Article 1 of Scheiliile I of the 
Stamp Act depends, as the article itself says, 
on the decision whether the document was 
^ven in order to supply evidence of a debt, 
and that naust be the paramount intention of 
ibe person giving the documenL *1116 ques- 
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tion that the Court has to ask looking at 
the document and looking at the surrounding 
circumstances is whether the document is 
given in order to supply a statement of ac- 
count or whether the document is given in 
order to supply evidence of a debt.” 

Wlien I examined the wording of fhe two 
acknowledgments of 1953 and 1956 in the 
light of the above principle, I am saHsfied on 
the wording as w^ as the surrounding cir- 
cumstances that the dominant intention of 
the defendant was not to supply evidence of 
the debt. There was already enough evi- 
dence of the debt. The writing appears to 
be in a bound book and the endorsement 
starts with the word ‘Khata baki’. Interest 
is added to the principal amount from the 
date of the previous entry. Such an entiy 
in a bound book, written and signed by tlie 
defendant is obviously in the nature of ac- 
counts stated. By the statement of account, 
the defendant merely acknowledges the debt 
and does not supply evidence of such debt. 

It appears that the defendant was accommo- 
dated by the platnHfPs father by making an 
advance of Rs. 2000/- and the defendant was 
unable to return the amount. Instead of 
precipitaHng the action, acknowledgments 
were executed from time to time, so that a 
fresh period of limitaHon could be computed 
and immediate filing of a .suit may not be- 
come necessary. The dominant intention of 
file executant, therefore, was not to supply 
evidence of debt, but was merely to ac- 
knowledge unconditional liability to pay. 
The drawing of proper inference from pro- 
ved facts is a mixed question of law and 
fact Both the Courts below have fallen 
info an error in thinking that any ackmow- 
ledgment immediately falls under Article 1 
of Schedule I of the Stamp Act. The dis- 
tinction between the two acknowledgments 
is clear, and how to distinguish one from 
the other is also laid down by clear autho- 
rities in that behalf. I am, therefore, .satis- 
fied on examination of the two documents 
of ] 953 and 1956 that they do not fall 
under Article 1 of Schedule I of the Stamp 
Act. BoUi the documents are, therefore, 
admissible in evidence for proving the ac- 
knowledgment of the debt. They also pr(^ 
vicie a fresh cause of action and the suit 
based on them is clearly within time. 

11. This brings me to the consideration 
of the last defence which is also more or 
less a technie.al defence. Undoubtedly, 
there was a joint Hindu family between the 
plaintiff and his deceased father Mitliarnal. 
Mitharnal died in Fcbniarj', 195S when the 
Hindu Succession Act had a1re.ady come into 
force. Section 4 of this Act enacts tho 
overriding effect of the Act over what may 
be described as the traditional Hindu Law 
settled and laid down by judicial pronouni^ 
ments from lime to time. Sub-section (1) 
of Section 4 lays down that-— 

“Save as olherwasc expressly provided in 
this Act — (a) tmy test, rule or interpretation 
of Hindu Law or any custom or usage as 
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part of that law in force immediately before 
the commencement of this Act shml cease 
to' have effect with respect to any matter 
for which provision is made in this Act.” 
Clause (b) further provides that any other 
law in force immediately before the com- 
mencement of this Act shall cease to apply 
to Hindus insofar as it is inconsistent witn 
any of the provisions contained in this Act 
VtTiat is obvious from these provisions in 
that to the extent of the matter covered by 
this Act and to the extent to which the 
provisions have been- made by this Act, the 
custornary Hindu law together with its inter- 
pretation by Courts ceases to have any ef- 
fect. It also follows from the pro\Tsions of 
Section 4 that if a particular matter is not 
covered or is not provided by tlie Act, the 
customary Hindu Law prevalent before the 
passing of this Act continues to operate in 
the field which is not covered by the new 
Act. 

12. Section 6 is introduced in the Hindu 
Succession Act for the purpose of effecting 
a change in the normal mode in whicli the 
joint family property used to pass from one 
person to another in a joint Hindu family. 
In a joint Hindu family possessing joint 
family property, the male members form a 
coparcenary'. \Vhen a coparcener dies, his 
right, title and interest in the joint family 
property go by survivorship to the other 
co-parceners. This normal mode in which 
the property passed from person to person 
in a joint Hindu family was sought to be 
changed by introducing a certain type of 
succe.ssion in the case of the interest of tho 
coparcener in tlie joint Hindu family pro- 
perty. Section 6 in the first instance speaks 
of Mitakshara coparcenary property. 
The opening substantive part of Sec- 
tion 6 provides that when a male Hindu 
dies after the commencement of this Act, 
having at the time of his deatli an intcre.st 
in a Mitakshara coparcenary property, his 
interest in Uic property shall devolve by 
survivorship upon the surviving members of 
the coparcenary and not in accorcknnce with 
this Act. The normal devolution by sur- 
vivorship, wliich w.TS a distinguishing fea- 
ture of the Mitakshara coparcenary, i.s sought 
to he maintained even bv the Ilindu Suc- 
cession Act. However, there is a proviso 
added to tliis section which carves out a 
exise when the family consists of cerl.iin 
types of members. The proviso to Sec- 
tion 6 and Explanation 1 arc the main provi- 
sions which fall for consideration in this ap- 
eak For the purpose of rc.itly reference, 

would reproduce the provisions of Sco- 
tion G including Expl.malion 1. 

”6. \Micn a m.alo Hindu after the com- 
menccincnt of this Act, h.aving at the time 
of his death an interest in a hfitakshara co- 
parcenary property, his interest in tho pro- 
perly shall dtwolve by survavorship upon tho 
Mitx'iving members of the coparcenary and 
not in accordance with this Act: 
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Provided t^a^ if fiie deceased has 
him surviving a female relative specifiM in 
Class I of the Schedule or a malo relative 
specified fa that class who eJaims throum 
such female relative, the interest of the 
deceased in the Mitakshara coparcenary 
property shall devolve bv testamentary or 
intestate succession, as me case may be, 
under this Act and not by survivorship. 

Explanation 1. — For the purposes of this 
section, the interest of a Hindn Mitalohara 
coparcener shall he deemed to be the share 
in Ae property that would have been allot- 
ted to him it a paitiKon of the proper^ 
bad taken place immaliately before bis 
death, frrespective of whether ie was en- 
titled to partition or not" 

If the deceased had left behind him any 
female relative specified in Class 1 of the 
Schedule or a male relative specified m 
that cl^ who claims throuch such female 
relative, the interest of the deceased in the 
MitaJahara eoparcetiary property shall de- 
volve by testamentary or intestate succes- 
sion, as die case may be, unda this Act 
and not by survivorship. This is provide 
by the proviso. How the interest of the 
deceased in ie Mitakshara coparoeoary pro- 
perty shall be determined for the purpose 
of dcN'olutioa, whether testamentary or in- 
testate contemplated by the pro%'iso, is pro- 
vided in Explanatioa 1, Erplanatioa 1 lays 
down that for the parjxjses of this sectioo, 
*lhe interest of a Hindu Mitakshara Coparcfr 
ner sh^ be deemed to be the share in the 
property that would have been allotted to 
Dim if a partition of the property bad taken 
place immediately before nis death, irtesp^ 
tive of whether he was entitled to flatm 
partition or not. Explanation 1 introduces 
as if (sic) a fictional or a notional partition 
ImmeoLstely before the death of the co- 
parcener concerned. The share, which 
would have been allotted in t^t imagiaaiy 
fictiema] or notional paititioD, is his interest 
wMch is now to devolve by testamentary 
or intestate succession under the Act. Sec- 
tion 80 of this Act provides for the festa- 
mentary disposition of the undivided inte- 
rest ia &B joint Hindu family property be- 
longing to a Hindu Mitalahara coparcenary. 
What precisely then is the eff^ of the 
death of a co^cener upon the joint family 
property of the coparcenary. According to 
Air. jianade, learned Counsel appeariog for 
the respondent, the effect of the operatioa 
of Section 6 of the Hindu Soccession Act 
is to bring about a partition of the Joint 
family property so far as the interest or the 
deceased is concerned. His interest is se- 
parated from the joint fanuly and devolves 
upon the relatives specified in class I of 
the Schedule by succession. The interest 
of the deceased does not devolve upon the 
remaining members of the family by sur. 
vtvorship. The minimum effect of sneh a 
devolatioQ obvicoisly Is that the representa- 
tion of the entue proper ty by the fcarta of 
the family ceases. He ccnild not eHeettvely 


represent the entire interest Including tie 
Interest devolved upon the females or male 
bdrs claiming throu^ females, and to that 
extent their presence eithw as plaintiffs or 
defendants in a suit relating to the estate 
of the deceased is absolutely necessary. Mr. 
flanade also relies upon the judgments of 
the Calcutta and the Kerala High Courts ia 
this behalf, I ^vill presently examine them 
and considCT their effect. 

IS, As against this, Mr. Fhadke, learned 
Counsel appearing for the appellant, argues 
that the anxiety of the Legislature as may 
be seen from the opem'ng part of section 
6 of the Hindu Succession Act, is to main- 
tain the Mitakshara coparcenary and the 
devolution of property by survivonhip 
among the members of the coparcenary 
which is a special and distincuishinc feature 
of the Mitaluhara joint Hindu family. Since 
sectioa 4 of that Act saw that the customary 
Hiodu Law shall be deemed to have been 
overridden to the extent of the provisions 
enacted in the Hindu Succession Act, but 
save those provisions which aro (not?) 
expressly provided for in this Act, it is im- 
portant to consider the effect of the substair- 
Ijve part of Section 6, It has been express- 
ly provided that the Mitakshara coparcenary 
together vvith its special feature of the devo- 
lution of property by survivorshte shall be 
maiotained and will not be affnted. He 
concedes that the proviso undoubtedly grafts 
an exception ' over the broad prfodple of 
continuance of Mitakshara coparcenary and 
its inopeiW. Since the proviso carves out 
only one Had of case where Courts come 
across facts falling under the proviso, the 
operation of that proviso shoulti bo so res- 
tnet^ as to pvB effect to that proviso 
withiu the limited field covered by it. In 
order that the proviso should be given ef- 
fect to, the interest of the deceased coparce- 
ner had to be determined or declared. That 
function is performed by Expla^lion 1. The 
EQodu Succession Act does not declare th-it 
the death of a coparcener in a Mitakshara 
Coparcenary amounts to a partition of the 
property. _ It also does not declare that the 
drath brings about disruption of the joint 
Hindu fasnily. The Expkmation merely 
sorts to a fiction for the purpose of ascer- 
tainmg the interest of the deceased. When 
fictions are introduced in statutes for the 
purpose of achieving certain oMects the 
fetation of such fictions should be restrict- 
ed to the purposes they are supposed to 
serv^ He, therefore, says that the married 
dau^ters may have a share in the interest 
which their father Mithamal ia the 

Mitakshara coparcenary and, to that 
® part of the property may de%-olve upon 
them by intestate succession. If th?» fiction 
®f a notional partition is to be resorted to 
onfy for the purpose of aseertaiaing the 
ghy e or interest or the daughters in the inte- 
rest of the deceased coparcener, it could not 
cave and should not be allowea to have the 
effect of disrupting the joint family. 1h® 
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Joint family contimies as b^ore with the 
additional liability as it were to carve out 
an interest of the heirs mentioned in Class 1 
of the Schedule to the Hindu Succession 
Act. In spite of the fact that the two 
married sisters of the p laintiff have some 
share or interest in the joint family property, 
the plaintiff should still be held to be the 
karta and representative of the entire famuy 
property. In that case, so far as the re- 
presentation to the outsiders like the defm- 
dmt is concerned, the plaintiff should be 
held to be the proper representative of the 
f amily and as such entitled to file the suit 
alone in his own name. 


14. Before I refer to the judgments of 
the Calcutta and the Kerala High Courte 
on which Mr. Ranade particularly rehes, 1 
may point out that a large number of cases 
relating to the provisions of me Hmdu 
Womens Eights to Property Act, 1937 were 
cited at the Bar. The main purpose m cit- 
ing those Judgments was to suggest an ap- 
proach to the inteipretation of the Hmdu 
Succession Act Under the provisions of the 
Hindu Women’s Eights to Property Act and 
particulmly sub-sections (2) and (3) of Sec- 
tion 8, additional ri^ts were conferred upon 
widows in a joint :^du fimily. Before 
that Act, the only n^t of a Hindu TOdow 
was the right of maintenance and, to mac 
extent only, it was a ri^t in property, 
a mother, the widow could get a share equal 
to that of the sons when the sons were 
out to partition, However, by Act No- 18 
of 1937 as amended by Act No. 11 of- 1938 
a special position was given to a widow m 
the family so far as me iomt family p_r(^ 
petty was concerned. After the coming 
toto operation of that Act, whenwer a Hmdu 
died, having at the time of lus death ^ 
interest in the joint H^^o fan^y 
his widow was entitled to, subject to toe 
provisions of sub-section_ ^), the same mte- 
rest in toe property which he toimelf had. 
sX“ctS la) .r&cBon 3 o Hmda 
Women’s Rights to Property Act, 1937, pro 
vides that any interest devolvmg on a Hindu 
widow under toe provisions of this section 
ghnll be toe limited interest ^ ^ 

Htodu Woman’s estate, ^ 

that she shall have the same n^t of claim 
ing partition as a m^e owner. In 
words, toe Hindu widow is made a repr^ 
scntative of her deceased husbauch but 
toe restriction that toe mter^t shall be the 
limited interest knoivn as Nmdu Mom^s 
estate. Sev^ nueshons_ A^t 

deration under toe provisions of that Acti 
When toe interest of toe deceased m_a c^ 
parcenan' devolves upon bis wido%v m too 
m^Sc^ndicatcd under the provisions of 
that Act, does it amount to a cessation pf 
too joint Hindu family ? Does the .-Vet wr- 

tuaUy make the widow a of 

family? If tlio widow enforces a nght or 


tnmi vr it tllC v.'iuuw 

partition given to her which nghy^^s bora 
^ - - as "tlie same nght as a maio 
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oymei”, what is toe effect? Does -the parti- 
tion merely enure to her own personal benefit 
and does toe property revert back to toe 
family for the purpose of further devolution 
by survivorship, or in toe alternative, does 
it amount to a partition as if effected by 
her own husband and dismpt toe f amily 
once and for all? These questions are ans- 
wered in various judgments cited before me. 
It is not necessary to take a complete re- 
sume of aU toe cases. However, I will refer 
to a few of them for pointing out toe assis- 
tance which Mr. Phadke wants to draw 
from the principles evolved in those cases. 
For instance, in Nagappa Narayan v. 
Mukambe, ATO 1951 Bom 809 the nature 
of the widow’s right under toe Hindu Wo- 
men’s Rights to Property Act fell for consi- 
deration. The Division Bench observed that 
toe interest which toe widow got in toe 
joint family property was neither an inter- 
est by survivorship nor one by inheritance 
but was one specially created imder the 
terms of toe Act, By toe mere fact that 
toe widow has been given toe same 
interest which her husband has had, there 
is no disruption of toe joint Hindu family. 
On the contrary, there is continuance of toe 
joint Hindu fmnily with toe additional fea- 
ture that a widow has been given certain 
interest in toe property. That interest of 
toe widow is the same interest which her 
husband has had. Until, therefore, she ef- 
fects a partition, or until otherwise toe joint 
family comes to an end by disruption, that 
interest is a fluctuating interest which is 
liable to be increased or decreased accord- 
ing to toe incidence of deaths and births in 
toe family. The unity of toe estate and 
community of possession still continue and 
the alienation by a karta for legal necessity 
will bind toe interest of the widow in toe 
family propertji This principle has been 
reiterated by this Court again in toe later 
judgments in Shivappa v. Yellawr^ AIR 1954 
Bom 47 and Mahadu v. Gajarabai, AIR 1954 
Bom 4^. Ibis approach is endorsed hv too 
Supreme Court in Lakashmi Perumallu v. 
Krishnavenamma, AIR 1965 SC 825. Tho 
Supreme Court has very briefly summarised 
toe nature of interest of toe widow and it 
may be noted in their words. In para. 12 
this is what their Lordships say; 

“As wo have already pointed out too 
interest devolving upon the widow' need not 
necessarily be citlier by sunivorship or by 
inheritance but could also be in a third way 
i. c. by statute and where tho interest is 
taken by her tmder a sLituto no further dif- 
ficulty arises.” 

15. Mr. Phadko argued before me that 
the same approach should be adopted in 
too C.1SC of the provisions of tho Hindu Suc- 
cession Act. As lias been pointed out by 
this Court in AIR 1954 Bom 47, picccmKiI 
legislation made with the intention cl rnak- 
ing progressive changes is hoisnd to lead to 
^omo complication. Tho Courts must, there- 
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limited obieet of i^^tmg 

the oew ,dototop[^H.jdo^^.^I^tod^^ 


pose of ascertaining the ^ent rf sn«* mt^ 
would be the subi^ of de^ 

lotion when the deceased Hu^ died un- 
divided from his coparceners. 

could not be stretched beyond and 
^d not be said to be a transfer nto 
vivos. There is not modi discuss^ m tM 
j^gment on the main point of inteest d 
the deceasftl devolving upon me nein by 
intestate succession. A conclusion « dra^ro 
after quoting tl» provisions of Section 6 ol 
the Hindu Snccession Act that that share, 
being no more part of the coparcenary p^ 
uc>» petty, is not within the competence of the 

uj« premises of die firrt defendant as the Karta of the joint 

to Property Act and tl^t of the Hmd^^ j^y represent in the suit Having 
cession 

thoueh the pnnaple is evolv« faced with this obvious difficulty, 

toay not be possible to use counsel contended that the partition de^ed 

extmt when specific words o r the statn taken place in die life-time of the 

are to be considered and mteipret«L second defendant imist be deemed to be a 

IS. Tins brings me to me consiom^ partition inter vivos. It, therefore, appears 
of the two judgments on whK* NU. devolution of interest by snccession 

heavily relies. The first rf , rv»,r» to married dao^ters who are not members 

Bencdi judgment of the of the family as snch. and cessation of the 

in the case of Venkiteswara competence of the Karta to represent that 

19&4 Ker 125 (FB). *^6 facte m mat «3e £01^,^ ,Pas obvious to aD concerned. It is 

show that thr« members oi me ttm^ gntireiy Cerent that the Kerala Hi^ Court 
copaieenaiy made a cmntract preaed into service Saition 15 of the Spe- 

perty- A suit was filed agamrt aa miw ^ Relief Act and proceeded to dispose of 
of them for spedfic 00 footing that the suit may he 

eontrasi of sale relatpg to deemed to have abated only so far as the 

perty belonging to the lomt Hmdu ta^^ n'ldit, title and interert of the decked CP- 
During the pendency « the , parcener and could be costiDued successfoDy 

Ai.. ^loresian Act came Into force, ^ coparceners. The othff 

juagme n t relied upon is Narayan Prasad ▼. 
hfutuni Kohain. AIR 1969 Cal 69. The pr> 
ceeding before the Calcutta High Court was 
a writ petition arising out of rent control 
proceedings. One Narayan ]ftasad as a Karta 
of the joint Hindn farmly initiated proceed- 
ings against the tenant for eviction before 
the Rent ControDer. The family coiwisted 
of himself, three minor sons Mahendra 


the Ifindo Succecion Act <ame toto 
one of the defendant 

leaving behind a widow. daoAten ^ »» 

The pUntiH failftl to 
fenreentatives of the deceased mid parti 
married dM^tets- 

tion that arose before the Kerala Ibi* Cc^ 

^ whether the £aili« to so 
legal representatives of the d«»eased W to 

the abatement of the rat otoCT w y ^ nunseu, mree minor sons .Mahendra 
partially- _ In Kumar, Surendra Kumar and Mahnh Kumar. 

Court pomts out that the . , ^ Sunecdra Kumar a minor, dirf pending the 

having left bd iind him a ' — ’ , ‘ j- _ fis before the Rent ControDer, leaving behind 
daughters, the Lis mother as his sole heir beloSgmg to 

to Section 6 of Suo^ M cUss I of the Schedule to the Ht^W 

were attrai^ and t^ ^vrarrenanr Act. The mother was not brou^ 

share of the deceas ed m m on record as legal representative rf the & 

property must bg »,{, j-ath **“cd minor son. The question that arose 

paitihcmed out imine^tely Thiit consideration was whether the proceed- 

sad to ha>-e devolved on as heirs- inat ..j 1 — t-tt.. i_ kt 


^e, being no more of t he coia rce- 
naiy property is not withm fte co mpeten ce 
of the Karta of the joint family to represeirt 
in the suit On the facte of ^t case, it 
appeared that the coparcener had died peod- 
inz the suit- Hence an mgenious argum^ 
wM pressed in sen-ice on behalf of t he ^ laii^ 
tiff that the notional partition contemplated 
by Explanation 1 to Section 6 is an 
•whidi has taken place pe^g the sr ^/rbe 
partition and the devolution of taler^ 
Sder that paitition is effected by the nroi^ 
Dons of Section 52 of the Transfer of 
perty Act This argument was negatived by 
the Kerala Hiidi Court by poin^g ^ that 
die partrHnn is soUIy tor the pur- 


ings could be co ntinu ed lawfully by Narayan 
Prasad Ruia as a Karta? The Rent Con- 
tioDer merely expunged the name of the 
minor and proceeded witii the case. In the 
appeal, the Appellate Authority held that the 
w for eviction itself was not maintajnahla 
in the absence of the deceased Surendra 
Kumar Ruia. It is against that order 
a writ petition was filed in the IL’A Court. 
The discussion by the learned Sincle Judge 
of the Calcutta Hi^ Court regarding t£a 
provisions of Section 6 of the Hindu Sno- 
cession Act is also very brief- He merely 
summarises the effect of the provisions and 

dr a ws final rrmnlnati-in fn thn fol^wing 

words: 
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.“4. Such then is tiie effect, by the conjoint 
operation of the proviso and Explanation 1 to 
Section 6. What is seen, therefore, is a 
notional partition coupled with devolution of 
such notionally partitioned property upon 
Surendra Kumar Ruia’s mother. ^Vhat re- 
mains then of Narayan Prasad Ruia as the 
Karta? A Karta of a joint family property 
is quite an rmderstandable concept But a 
karta for a divided property, of property 
partitioned, notionally mough, appears to be 
incomprehensible. So, the old Karta theory 
cann ot help matters forward for the peti- 
tioner before me, and Narayan Prasad Ruia 
as karta caimot represent his deceased son's 
mother and necessarily his wife upon whom 
devolves the share of the properly after par- 
tition. The very nexus of the joint family 
roperty is gone. A conclusion as this is to 
e regretted, but cannot perhaps be helped.” 
The judgment proceeds to point out what is 
decided by the FuU Bench of the Kerala 
Hi gh Court and quotes a passage from that 
Judgment with approval, As yet there ap- 
pears to be no reported judgment of this 
Court dealing with the question under con- 
sideration. Hence it is necessary to decide 
the effect of the Hindu Succession Act upon 
the suit of the present plaintiff in the light 
of the arguments raised and the authorities 
cited above. 

17. It is true that the first portion of 
Section 6 of the Hindu Succession Act ap- 
pears to be in the nature of a substantive 
provision exhibiting an anxiety to retain the 
Mitakshara coparcenary with its special in- 
cident of the principle of survivorship upon 
the death of a corparcener. The second part 
looks like the proviso qualifying the first 
portion. However, on a proper approach to 
the purpose and fimction of the Hindu Suc- 
cession Act, it appears that the opening 
portion, as also the proviso, must be read, 
together for finding out whether they con- 
stitute one substantive provision. The very 
name of the Act suggests that it is meant 
first to amend the customary Hindu Law and 
to codify the Hindu Law to the extent pro- 
vided in this Act. The Act has introduced 
several nesv heirs who had no locus standi 
at all under the various schools of Hindu 
I^w, Restricting the discussion to the 
Mitakshara School, which is applicable to 
the parties before me, the mother and the 
dauj^ler, for instance, or the male heirs 
claiming through the daughter, had no place 
in the hierarcliy of heirs and survivors when 
there was a son living at the death of a 
coparcener. Undoubtedly, therefore, tlie Act 
contemplates giving heirship and, to that ex- 
tent, snare in the properti' represented by 
the deceased. The Legislature however, 
contemplated boUi kinds of females. There 
would he coparcenaries where the deceased 
coparcener may leave behind female heirs 
or male heirs claiming tlirough female rela- 
tives mentioned in Class 1 Tliero may bo 
coparcenaries where the deceased may not 
have survived him any of the female rela- 


tives or male relatives mentioned in Class I, 
Both these types of coparcenaries must be 
covered by the new legislation. In those 
c^es, where there is no female relative men- 
tioned in Class I or male relatives claiming 
throu^ female relatives mentioned in Class 
L the opening part of Section 6 applies and 
it lays down that the principle of survivorship 
will operate as before in respect of such a 
coparcenary. If, however, the deceased co- 
parcener has female relatives or male rela- 
tives claiming through female relatives men- 
tioned in Class I to the Schedule, then the 
proviso becomes operative and not the open- 
ing portion of the section. Both the parts, 
therefore, simultaneously operate and are 
applicable either to one set of circumstances 
or the other. It is not possible for me to 
say that the proviso is in the nature of an 
exception to the earlier part of the section. 
On the contrary, the two provisions read to- 
gether cover every type of case. As I point- 
ed out earher, there can be only two types 
of cases, one where the coparcener leaves 
behind female relatives or male relatives 
claiming through female relatives mentioned 
in Class I to the Schedule, and Ae otlier 
where no such relatives smrvive the deceas- 
ed. Both these types of cases are 
equally normal and quite possible 
in mmost all Mitakshara coparcena- 
ries. Both parts of Section 6, namely, the 
opening section and the proviso are substan- 
tive provisions enacted by the Hindu Suc- 
cession Act for the purpose of modifying the 
customary Hindu Law and creating new 
heirs and heirships to the property of a de- 
ceased Mitakshara coparcener. 

18. If this is the correct premises, then 
whenever we find that there are female rela- 
tives specified in Class I to the Schedule, or 
male mabVes specified in that Class claim- 
ing through the female relatives, the interest 
of the deceased in the Mitakshara coparce- 
naiy property has to "devolve by testamen- 
tary or intestate succession, as the case may 
be, under this Act and not by survivorship”. 
This ending portion of the proviso again 
furnishes further clue to the interpretation 
of this Act ^Vhen the female relatives or 
the male relatives claiming through female 
relatives specified in Class I exist the inte- 
rest of the deceased has to devolve "not 
by survivorship but by testamentary or inte- 
state succession,” There is a further quali- 
fication that this testamentary or intestate 
succession Is to take place "under this Act", 

19. It may bo relevant to refer to the 
provisions of Section SO imder which a tes- 
tamentary disposition of the undivided inte- 
rest of a coparcener in the coparccnaiy pro- 
perty has become possible. Such a right was 
not available to a Hindu coparcener before. 
This right has been given to Iiim by this 
Act. If the coparcener exercises his right 
vested in him under Scctica SO and makes 
a testamentary disposition, his interest would 
dev'olvo by testamentary succession upon the 
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«1 in him but cues U1L«»UIIS> 
female relatives specified in Class I or 
heirs claiming through female relahv«, Jhm 
to interest will devolve 

state succession and under tto AcT . Wh^ 
f^entaxv as weU as jotestate ^jcessma 
had to take place under this ActT and of tte 
“interest of the deceas^ , how mt^ 

rest to be found out? In a customaiy Mi^ 
shara coparcenary, 
fluctuating. It was not a settled 
interest. It was liable to be V^^aased or 
deaeased according to 

in the family. 'WBen the Legislaturo d^ 
ed to provide for testammlary as weU m 
intestate succession to the interest of 
ceased coparcener under cer^ 

Ss. that &est bad to be detoed. 
nation 1, therefore, becomes relevant for the 
purpose of finding out that interest, 

20. In order to ascertain the interert ol 
the deceased copa^^. a 
notional partiHon unmediatelv 
death has been conceived of. Tb^ * 
which would have been jotted b> bto if a 
partition of the property had taken place in^ 
VV d^aih. irresoective o8 


do the issue. . i,.-. 

22. Yet another Instance may be tak^ 
In a corparcenary of fpim , 
brodier dies leaving bebmd ^ 
alone. The remaining t^ee 
diately after the death of the 
pay a definite amount to the ^ughtOT ^ 
Slo deceased and obtain from them fto ^ 
diarge in regard to their su^ession to to 
S^st of the deceased in 
uroDerty. Do the three brodiers in tto in- 
continue joint and form a Mi^h^ 
^Uenary, or the event of to dea^ of to 
fomtii brother has brought about /»sn^hon 
even among them. The throry of nartitioa 
incorporated in E^lanation 1 would require 
a diKer examination when circunistanc« as 
mentioned above may arise for ^idera- 
tion In the circumstances, I will ranfine 
my decision to the facts which arise tor my 
conaderation in tto litigation Md not go to 
cenei^ations relating to the toeoiy of par- 
tition incorporated in Explanation 1 to See- 

’ For that purpose, I agree with Mr. 

L-J1— ,1..* *1.- PTrintmTiolated bV 


23. For that purpose, i agree wiui mi. 
Phadke that the partition contemplated by 
Expbnation 1 is a notional partition. It n^^ 
K.. f.Uo., *f. V.A nn Bchi^ partition. The 


partition of the property had taken pi^ Expbnation 1 is a nouuuoi _ 

SSSle°y lotora Ba death, taespeebro ol be to be im actual Raijhon. The 
wSthw he waa eotMed to claim parttBm jeiala High Court has prided a 
OT ML now lepreseuta the hrterert wB* dee („ thia approach by poiuhng out ttat It 
,haU devolve Iw succession under this AA fe not an act Inter vivos by tbe deceMed as! 
KrosmOTed before me by Mr. Banadp by j, j, „et a paiBtion by hto at all, It Is a 
,mnn the iudements quoted above concept evolved by the Legislature inerdy 


hrins about a partition in the fpilly* ^ quantum of property that is liable to te^- 
Cfllcmtta High Court points out that to very meotaiy or intestate succession under to, 
nexus of the Joint family property; Is gon^ provisions of tto Act 

If this is the ^ect of the succession imder 2i. Even then, after co nfin ing m^elf to 
a , AoeirtmAnfsirv or Into- theory of notional partition which shali 

not bo stret^ed beyond, what I find is tot 
the interest of fliB deceased has to devolw 
by succession under to provisions of 


If this is the ^ect of the succession imder ^A. Even then, after confinm 
rtifl new Act whether testamratary ot tote- theory of notional partition 
state what «e could we say ton tot there ijg stretched beyond, what I 
was ’a partition? tbe interest of fliB deceased hu 

31. I will at once hasten to point out 
tiiat it is not necessary for ” 

disposing of this litigatim to decide wb^w 
aMl partition of toe family property 
pbee or it is a piecem^ partition wth r^ 
oect to toe interest of the deceased and 
what is toe effect to eitoer case on to ^ 
lire family property or the toter^ and 
and liabilities inter se between to oUict co- 
parceners to toe family. For mstoc^ th^ 

‘ A \*!faV-«Vsir« cnnareenaiv loint family 


parceners m tne lanuiy. xvi 
may be a Mitakshara coparcenary Joint family 
of four brothers to which one toes J 


t>y succession unaer tne _provisions ox mo 
Hindu Succession Ac^ end it is not to ^ 
volve by survivorship as contemplated by toe 
customary Hindu Law. The Hindu Succes-| 
sion Act • introduces a new class of heirs, j 
and toe devolution of interest on them by 
succession is a reality which must bo accept- 
ed and faced. ' In a Hindu Coparcenaryj 
family, on the death of one of the coparce- 
ners, what we find is that the interest of the 


of fom brotners ®iid that succession Introduces a new class or 

behind hlm scms heirs who are not or may not be members 

one-fouito SOM S of Hindu family. I am aware that 


deceased has been ascertamed tor the pur- 
pose of separate succession under too Act 
and that succession Introduces a new class of 


to devolve ly succession on the soM _jmd 
dauchlers, what happens to the remamiDg 
three brothers ? Do they continue fomt and 
also continue to form a Mitakshara copaxc^ 
aajy of the customary, type ? Do« toe d^th 
of one hiotoer together with the eff^ of 
succession of his interest under toe Hindu 
Succession Act more or less'Pp^te as^ a 
partial partition to the extent vof that bio- 
it r.t fVn frtmilv tnint and 


of toe joint Hindu family. I am aware thatj 
a joint Hindu family is a larger body and 
too daughters are members of the Joint family 
unto they are married though they are not 
coparceners. Women introduced to 
H^y by marriage are also members of the 
Joint fai^y though they could not be co- 
parceners. Hence I say that the relative, 
who are entitled to succeed under the Hindu 


^TaSiand a deSi oTthlsxpc^ It to the present case, the two daughters of 
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the deceased Mithamal are mamed long 
before the present suit came to be filed; 
they could not, therefore, be the members 
of the joint BSndu family of the plaintiff. 
They have, on the death of the deceased, 
succeeded to a certain interest in the pro- 
perty. What that interest works out is a 
matter of calculation. As a matter of law, 
the interest which they inherit by succes- 
sion vests in them immediately on the death 
of the deceased. This is a circumstance 
which must be recognised as a fact and 
must be given its due effect. 

25. The minimum that can be said, 
therefore, is that when the death of a co- 
parcener takes place in a family falling imder 
the proviso to Section 6, the female heirs 
like the daughters in the present suit in- 
herit an interest in the joint family property 
by succession imder the Hindu Succession 
Act, and that interest or share becomes vest- 
ed in them. When an outsider to a joint 
family gets vested interest in a part of the 
property, the fact that that share is yet 
to be worked out and a particular piece of 
property or share in every piece of property 
is to be handed over to him or her in lieu 
of the share, does not seem to be of any 
consequence. The propertj' of the joint 
family is at that stage paj^y vested in mem- 
bers who are already members of the co- 
parcenary and partly in some heirs who have 
nothing to do 11431 the joint family as such. 
At any rate, the unmarried dau^ters, who 
may be members of the famOy, irdierit the 
interest by succession under the Hindu Suc- 
cession Act and not under the provisions of 
fte customary Hindu Law. To that extent^ 
they have an independent li^t which is 
vested in them and may be continued to bo 
enjoyed joinfly until physical separation takes 
place. With that re^t following, one thing 
jseems to be dear. The representative cha- 
racter of the karta is clearly affected. Ho 
cannot represent that property which vests 
in a person other than a coparcener. The 
nature of the property also suffers to some 
extent. The undivided coparceny property 
had certain special characters. The essence 
of coparcenary imder the Mitakshara law is 
the unity of ownership. As observed by the 
Privy Council in Katama Nalchiar v, Bajah 
of Shivagunga, (1864) 9 Moo Ind App 543 
(PC). 

“There is community of interest and unity 
of possession between all the members of 
the.famil)% and upon tho death of any one 
of tlicm die others may well take sur- 
vivorship that in which they had during the 
deceased’s lifch’mo a common interest and a 
common possession." 

This being die real nature of the cojiarc^ 
nary and its oivnership of proport}', it is 
the introduch’on of an owner of property 
widi a vested right oOicr than the coparce- 
ner which vitiates thus concept. 'WTielhcr tho 
karta sh'l! continues to represent die interest 
of tho other coparceners or not may bo open 


to debate hut it is difficult to assume that 
me karta will represent the right, tide and 
interest of a female relative or a male rela- 
tive claiming throng the female relative 
specified in Class 1 of the Schedule to the 
Hindu Succession Act. Such an oivner of 
interest could obviously he a tenant-in-com- 
mon with the other co-owners of the property. 
If there are more such heirs than one suc- 
ceeding to the deceased how they taka 
among themselves is provided by Section 19 
of the Hindu Succession Act They take in 
the first instance per capita and not per 
stirpes save as otherwise expressly provided 
in this Act. They also talre as tenants-in- 
cominon and not as joint tenants. No survi- 
vorship is permitted even to the limited ex- 
tent of joint tenancy of the English law 
among such heirs. The Hindu Succession 
Act has not enacted any such provision re- 
lating to the interest vesting in the female 
relatives or male relatives claiming thrnnrh 
female relatives specified in Class 1 of the 
Schedule as it was unnecessary to do so. So 
far as the other coparceners in the family are 
concerned, they would take them and there 
would be no question of joint tenancy be- 
tween such members and the remaining mem- 
bers of the family. In order to avoid any 
possible conflict of inheritance, a specific 
provision has been made under Section 19 of 
the Hindu Succession Act, 

26, Before I finally conclude, I may 
oint out that there is considerable difference 
etween the provisions of the Hindu 
Women’s Ri^fs to Properly Act; 1937 and 
tlie Hindu Succession Act The Hindu 
Women’s Ri^ts to Properti' Act, 1937 was 
enacted to enlarge the rights of a class of 
persons, namely, the widow, and what was 
given to her was the representation of her 
husband in the fiunily estate in spite of tho 
husband’s death. She is dedan^ to have 
in the property the same interest as the hus- 
band himself had. She is also given a ri^t 
of partition which is described as a right of 
partition “as a male ownex^. The reference 
to the interest of the husband and the right 
to partition as a male owner, are also indi- 
cative of the way of improvement in the 
Hindu Law in favour of a class of persons. 
Both these references dearly indicate that 
the improvement of the status of tho widow 
was made within the framework of the cus- 
tomary Hindu Law. A Full Bench judgment 
of this Court in Ranu Thaku v. Santu Goga, 
AIR 1968 Bom 1 (FB) will dearly indicate 
the prindples on v.’hich that Act was inter- 
reted. Two important conclusions have 
eon drawn by the FuU Bench. It is point- 
ed out that the interest which the widow 
represents is the same interest which her 
husband had in the coparcener}'. The effect 
of that representation, obwously was that tlio 
joint family continued as it was. and her into 
rcst ^vas a fluctuating interest li.ablo to nor- 
mal incidence of increase or decrease. It got 
settled only when a partition was effected. 
For tho purpose of considering the interest 
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Tillich the husband had, one has to go to 
the customary Hindu Law to find out tho 
natTirg of the husband’s interest. In dm 
same manner when she was mven a right to 
enforce partition as a male member, the 
Full Bench points out that the right to effect 
partition was ^ven to a coparcener and to 
none else. The reference to "a male mem- 
ber" was advisedly made not to make her a 
full-fledged coparcener but to give her the 
same right of partition whicfli the coparcener 
had. While considering the nature of ri^jt 
of claiming partition of a male member, one 
has again to go back to the customary 
Hindu Law. Contrary to this, the present 
enactment, namely, the Hindu Succession 
Act, includes some provisions which are 
clearly inconsistent with the customary Hindu 
Xjaw. As I have pointed out above a new 
class of heirs is created, and in cases falling 
under the proviso to Section 6, survivorship 
bas been stabstssriy basmed said testasnentasy 
and intestate succession been introduc- 
ed. The manner in which the case law under 
the Hindu Women’s Rights to Property Act, 
1937 was handled and approached may, 
therefore, be of very limited assistance in 
the construction of the provtsion of the Hindu 
Succession Act, 

27. As a result of the dlscnssion abovev I 
would hold that the two married sisters of 
the plaintiff who were married long bad; 
before the institution of the suit had vested 
shares in the interest of their deceased father 
Mitbamal in the joint Hindu family of whidi 
the plaintiff claims to be the karta. That 
interest ceased to have the character of joint 
fainily property and as such the plaintiff 
could not represent that Interest as a karta 
of the joint Hindu family. Since the interest 
of the two married daughters is not rep^ 
seated, the hame of the suit is defective 
tad the is liable to be dismissed. In the 
dreamstances, I would uphold the decree of 
dismissal of the suit passed by the two 
Courts bdiTW, thou^ for reasons mentiooed 
•hove. 1 'would, merefore, this ap- 

23. Cegaidine the question of costs, I 
may point out that the effect of the Hinda 
Sucession Act is not yet fully realised and 
appreciated by the people at large. The 
law has gone ahead in the mater of ^ving 
xi^ts to cer tain heirs but the implications 
of those provisions are not properfy tmder- 
stood. The claim of the plaintiff has b ee n 
held proved by all the three Courts tml his 
failure is more or less on technical grounds 
of want of proper parties. In the circum- 
stances, so far as this Court is coDcemed, 
I make no order as to costs. 

29. At this stage, an oral request is made 
on behalf of tho appellant to file an appeal 
in L e tt ers Patent. The prayer is granted. 

Appeardismissed. 


/JR 1970 BOMBAY 2C2 (V 57 C 45) 
(NAGPUR BENCH) 

BHOLE, J. 

Harikomar Radhaldsan and others. Appel- 
lants V. Uderam Ramkuwar Firm by owners 
Bamfcuwar Uderam and others. Respondents. 

A. F. A. D. Nos. 313 and 31S of 1962, D/- 
S4-4-1969, against decisiDn of Dist. Amra- 
vati in Civil Appeal Nos. 55 and 59 of 1961. 

(A) Provincial Insolvency Act (1920), Sec- 
lionJ 28 and 87 — Limitation Act (1963), 
Sections 6, 15 and Article 22 — ‘A’ during 
pendency of insolvency proceedings against 
pm maidng deposit of money wi& another 
— Notice by ‘A’ for return of deposit also 
during pendency of insolvenrw proceedings 
^ ’A’ not talcing any further action on 
notice — Adiudication of ’A* as insolvent 
annulled — Fresh notice of demand made 
fjy ‘A’ against depositee, followed ly a suit 
_ Sml ^ed vritlmk three yeais tn second 
notice but more than three years after first 
notice — Suit held was governed by Arti- 
cle 22 Limitation Act — Time start^ run- 
nSn f from first notice and hence suit was 
baned — No disability attached to A due 
lo pendency of insolvency procee^gs. 

*A’ during the pendency of an insolvency 
proceedioB against him deposited certain 
auxtu with ’B’ and during the pendency of 
the insolvency proceedings made a demanffT 
for the return of the amount but did not'' 
proceed to sue. Later after the adjudJ^ 
tion of the insolvency was annulled, 'A* serv- 
ed fresh notice on the depositee and filed a 
STiit against him within three years frost the 
second notice but after more than three 
years firora the first notice. On a contention 
that the suit was barred by lunitation tinder 
Article 22 Limitation Act, ‘A’ pleaded that 
as be was under a disability due to the pen- 
dency of insolvency proceedings against hfin, 
and that the first notice was of no avail to 
him, his suit was within limiHtjcT i per Ids 
fecond notice. 

Held that 'AV Insolvency having been an- 
nulled under Section 37 Provincial Insolven- 
cy Act all the prope rty reverted back to him 
as if the proper^ never vested in the Ccoirt 
torn the dale of adjudication ^ the date of 
Us annulment Hence if he had filed the 
tott after the first notice it would have 
been tenable. (Para 10) 

plea of disabffity due to pendency of fa- 
solvency proceedings is nowhere included fa 
the Limitation Act like disabOity due to 
mfaority, insanity or idiocy included In Seo- 
tion 8 of Limitation Act AIR 1954 Mad _ 
604 fFB). Rel. on. (para 12) 

Held further that period of pendency of 
Insolvency proceedings could not also be ex- 
cluded under Section 15 Limitation Act ex- 
cept where there was an order of Court re- 
leave to commence a suit (Para 14) 
That^ the suit was governed by Article 22 
limitation Act and limitation commenced 
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from lie date of demand in tie first notice 
and time once started running did not stop. 

(Para 15) 

(B) Debt Laws — C. P. & Berar Money 
Lenders Act (13 of 1934), Section 11 (H) 
— Maintainability of suit for recovery of 
deposit — Deposit found to be a loan — 
Plaintiff unable to produce Money Lenders’ 
license — Suit is untenable. 1965 Mah LJ 
797, ReL on. (Para 16) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 

(1965) 1965 Mah LJ 797 = ILR (1966) 

Bom 402, Hazarimal v. Harinarayan 16 
(1954) AIR 1954 Mad 604 (V 41) = 

ILR (1954) Mad 80 (FB), Subbaiai 
Goundan v. Ramaswami IS 

(1854) 52 ER 465 = 19 Beav 551, 

Wood V. Suit 11 

(In No. 313/62): M. W. Samudra, for 

Appellants; J. N, Chandurkar, for Respon- 

dents; (In No. 315/62): M. W. Samudra, for 
Appellmts; M. W, Pdekar, for Respondent 
No. 2. 

JUDGMENT: — I am disposing of both 
these appeals by a common judgment be- 
cause the common questions of law and also 
the similar facts have to be dealt with in 
these two appeals. The plaintiff in both 
these suits which are the subject-matters of 
these two appeals is the same althou^ the 
defendants are different. Both these ap- 
peals are by the plaintiff against the Judg- 
ment and decree passed by the District 
Judge, Amravati, dismising the plaintiff’s 
suits by confirming the decree of the Trial 
Court. These suits by the plaintiff are for 
the recovery of certain sums with interest 
on account of deposit wnth the defendants. 
In Appeal No. 313 of 1962, before me, the 
suit is for the recoveiy of a sum of Rupees 
977-3-0 wth interest The suit is for the 
recovery of Rs, 2600/- \vith interest in the 
Appeal No. 315 of 1962. The plaintiff, in 
the suit which is the subject-matter of Ap- 
eal No. 313, had deposited wth the defen- 
ant’s firm Rs. 500/- on 23-2-1950 under a 
deposit chithi scribed by the defendant. It 
was agreed that the defendants would pay 
interest at 9% per annum. The ' plain^ 
gave a notice to tliis defendant on 22-5-1957 
demanding the deposit and the defendants 
refused tlie notice. The plaintiff, therefore, 
had to file tlris suit for the recov’ciy of his 
dues. In tlie other appeal, tlic plaintiff had 
deposited a sum of Rs. 1,500/- with the 
deiendants on 21-4-1950. *1110 plaintiff gave 
a notice to them on 11-3-1957 demanding 
the deposit and the defendants received the 
notice but failed to comply wifli the de- 
mand. The plaintiff, therefore, had to file 
tliis .suit for the recovery of total sum of 
Rs. 2600/- witli interest. 

2. In both tliese suits, whicb are tbo 
subject-matter of tliese tsvo appeals here, the 
defendants resisted the claim of the plain- 
tiff stating that tlie plaintiff had__ already 
served other notices to them in 1952. The 
p lain tiff in one case had served a notice on 


24-7-1952 and in tie olier case had served 
a notice of 8-10-1952. It is therefore tie 
contention of tie defendants that the plain- 
tiff not having filed the suit within diree 
years from the first notice, tie suit is ffma 
barred. It is further contended by the de- 
fendants that the transaction was one of loan 
tmder the C. P. & Berar Money Lenders Ad; 
1934. That die plaintiff having no money 
lending icence, under the Act, the suit was 
not maintainable. 

8. There are other contentions also rais- 
ed by the defendants but in view of tie 
arguments by the learned advocates for the 
appellant, which are confined only to few 
contentions, it is not necessary for me to 
recite them. 

4. On the pleading of the parties, tie 
Civil Judge, who tried tie suits, framed a 
large number of issues and amongst offier 
conclusions, be also came to the conclusion 
that the sums which are the subject-matters 
of the deposit belong to the plaintiff. As 
regards the nature of the transactions, be is 
of the view that the transaction was one o£ 
loan and not of deposit and that therefore 
the suit was time barred under Article 59 of 
the Indian Limitation Act (1908). According 
to him, even if this transaction was one oi 
deposit, it is still time barred under Artido 
60 of the Indian Limitation Act (1908) be- 
cause the first notice of demand in both the 
cases was in the year 1952. He also came 
to the conclusion that the transaction was 
one of loan imder the C. P. & Berar Money 
Lenders Act, 1934 and that therefore the suit 
was not maintainable for want of a money 
lending licence by the plaintiff. There was 
an appeal by the plaintiff being aggrieved 
by this decree and the learned District Judge 
also framed several issues and found that 
the transaction is one of deposit; that the 
notice of demand issued in the suits in 1952 
was valid, that therefore the suits are not 
within time. He also came to the conclu- 
sion that the suits are not maintainable in 
view of Section 11 (H) of the C. P. & Berar 
Money Lenders Act; 1934, Accordingly, 
therefore, he confirm^ the decree . of lbs 
Trial Court. It is against this decree that 
the original plaintiff has come up in appeal 
here. The original plaintiff is now dead and 
therefore his legal representatives are brought 
on record and they' are therefore the appel- 
lants here. 

5. The learned advocate for the appel- 
lant concedes tliat the transaction is one of 
deposit. He also concedes tliat the plaintiff 
■^vas unable to produce any money lending 
licence of tlie year 1950. Tlic deposit ro- 
ccints in both the suits are dated 23-2-1050 
and 21-4-1950. Therefore, if thLs tran.saclion 
can be said to be a loan under the C. P. & 
Berar Money Lenders .Act, llien bo will have 
to produce a money' lending licence of tiro 
year 1950. I h-avc beard this appeal uartly 
kime time back and at that time tlie Jeam- 
ctl advocate for the nj^Hant stated that if 
possible bo would produco the money lend- 
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faig of tile year 1Q50 afterwards. It He could no^Jjaro filed a^ suit 


him now to get it after a loag time. Tha 
learned Advorate for the appeu^t ther^oie 
did DOtpTodnce any licence even afixr a long 
time tin day, 

6. The on^ points are noised 
the learned Advoc^ for flie appellant are—* 

(1) Whether the stdt is barred by limila- 
tionr 

(2) Whether the suit is mdntainahle tinder 
the C. P. & Berar Money Leaders Act, 1054 ? 

7. I will have to recite briefly some facta 
before discussing these issues twich are iais« 
ed by the learned Advocate for the appeb 
lant The plaintiff was declared insolvent oa 
an application by tiie creditors on 8-2*1930. 
We have seen that he hjd deposited a sum 
of Rs. 500/- with the defendants (respon- 
dents) in Appeal No. 31S of 1962 on ^2- 
1930. He nas also deposited a sum of 
Es. 1,500/- with the defendants (respondents) 
in Apped No. 315 of 1962 on SL1-4-1B50. 
Tbere f brfc he has deposited these sums after 
he was oeclaxed insolvent on 8-2-1950, It 


CT/tpT th® circumstances; to s€md miotha 
jn the year 1957 and file this suit 
on the basis or the second notice. He fm- 
tiier says that in the circcmstances of the 
case, the notice is a of the suit and 
because he co »l d not nle this suit being ^ 
insolvent, ther e for e , this suit on the basis ot 
the second notica is teaahle. The learned 
counsd for the respondent in both the ap- 
pals contends here that the suit is not tCT- 
ablo on the basis of the second notice. Accord- 
ing to Mm, he could have filed his suit oa 
the basis of the first notice. Therefore 
suit is not maintainable. I have asked 
both the learned Advocates if they have in 
support of their contentions any case-la^ 
btrtn of them e xpr e ss ed their inatuli^ to find 
any appropriate case-law to lustify their con- 
tentions. I win, therefor^ have to examine 
these contentions. 

9. Admittedly, fransactioa Is one of 
deposit and, therefore, a suit on the basis 
of this deposit will be governed by Arti- 
cle of the Limilatioa Act 1963 (Artid© 60 


erpeais ^t after he was ^Judged an in- of tho old Act). Article 22 pt^« a peri^ 
soiven^ his insolvency was also annulled tm- of 8 years for money deposit pn agree- 


emuiitiooaUy on l&liZ-195d. It is admitted 
titat his insolvency was annuli^ after all 
the creditors were paid to folL THoefore^ 
we are concerned in both these matters with 
the deposits made by the plaintiff while he 
was an insolvent and with the notices of 
demand dated 24-7*1932 and 8-19-1932 
which are also during the pendency of the 
insolvency proceedings. It appears be did 

not file any suit after his servioe of notices 

of denmd on the defendants in the year lies as a depositee. *^It was not necessary 
msolvency was annulled on for the plaintiff to have made tiifs 
^12-19o8, he a^ swved anothCT no^ ja the yw 1952 if he felt that he was under 


ment that it sl^ be payable on demand, 
Tbe.period of limitation starts from the date 
when the demand Ss made. Nowv admitted* ' 
\y, the demand was by tho plaintiff 

&3t OS 2^7-1^52 to one case and on 8-l(V 
1952 in the other. It was an untpoalified .. 
demand for payment of the sum due to 
Ib my view, it was a legal demand by a 
person capable of giving valid disdrarge 
made directly on the party with whom a sum 


in one case on 2S2-1957 and to the other 
on 11-3-1957. The suits wfth which we are 
concerned in these two appeals, as per the 
pleadings of the plainti^ aie, on tiie basis 


a disabilily or inabOi^ to file a suit. Since 
the limitation under Aztide 22 runs from 
the date of deman^ whi(di is entirely within 
his operative volition, the period oi lum'ta- 


of tbae noti(^ _m the Thee- tjon could have been inde^tely prolonged 

tno pl^tiff is that Jw him; the tostitotioQ rf the suit may itself 


fore, the contention of _ , 

the suit is tenable because it Is well within 
three years after tho service of notice to tho 
year 1957. On the other hand, the confeo- 
tion of the defendant is that the second 
notice of tie year 1957 cannot be t^en into 
ac c ount at all becanse of the first norice of 
demand by the plaintiff in the year 1952. 
Their contention, therefore, is that thi« awir, 
which is filed lone after 3 years after 1952, 
if not teiable. We have, therefore, to de- 


cide the issue of limitarion on tiie basts ^ 
these facts and drcuinstances. 


8, The learned Advocate for the appd- 
last contended here that the appellant-pilaiD- 
tiS was an insolvent at the ^le when he 
gave the notice to the defendants to the 
year 1952, and, therefore, according to him, 
he could not have filed a suit as an insolvent 
vrttbont the permission of tiia Insolvency 
Court. He, therefore, urges thatvbeeanse 


institotioQ iff the suit may itself 
aiso be a demand. Therefore, if the plain- 
tiff had wished to orolong the limitation, he 
need not have made a demand by bis notice 
In the year 1052. But he chose to serve 
a notice in the year 1952. lii my view the 
period of limitation, therefore, I md to run 
Iron) lie date of demand (to case 1952) 
which he voluntarily those; but the learned 
Advocates lor the appellant contends here 
that he could not Bawe filed a suit without 
the consent of the Insolvency Court; but is 
tiiis contention valid? 


10. We have seen that the plaintiff be- 
_3une an insolvent and was adjudged as 
such on 8-2-1950. Under Section ^ of the 


\ 


Provindal Insolvency Act, 1920, the whole 
of the property of the insolvent vests to the 
Court ot to a Receiver on the maldng of an 
taier of adjudication. AB that prop«ty ^ 
comes divisible amon^ the creoitois or the 
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insolvent. No creditor, to "whom the insol- 
vent is indebted in respect of any debt, pro- 
vable under the Insolvency AcA, shall, during 
the pendency of the Insolvency proceedings. 
Lave any remedy against the property of the 
insolvent in respect of the debt or com- 
mence any suit or other legal proceedings 
except ■wim the leave of the Court and on 
such terms as the Court may impose. Under 
Section 28-A of the Act^ the property of die 
insolvent shall comprise and shall always be 
deemed to have conmrised also 4e capacity 
to exercise and to take proceedings for exer- 
cising all such powers in or over or in res- 
pect of property as might have been exer- 
cised by the insolvent for his o\vn benefit 
at the commencement of his insolvency or 
before his discharge. Therefore, the plaintiff 
knew that he was adjudged as an insolvent. 
Naturally, therefore the whole of his pro- 
perty was vested in the Court or in the 
Receiver. Yet ho had kept some sum and 
deposited that sum with the defendants 
during the pendency of his insolvency. On 
the top of it, on having deposited the money 
which ri^dy ou^t to have been vested in 
the Court, he wanted to collect the same 
and, therefore, he had also served a notice of 
demand to the defendants in 1952. There- 
fore, the plaintiff cannot, in these circum- 
stances, be allowed to say that he could not 
have ^ed a suit because he had to take 
leave of the Court for doing so. Whatever, 
in my view, may be the position regarding 
the position of the Official Receiver, the 
plaintiff-insolvent cannot be allowed to take 
an objection that because he had served a 
notice in 1952, without the leave of the Offi- 
cial Receiver and because he had to file a 
suit with the leave of the Receiver, he coidd 
not do it. It is true that if the Official 
Receiver was not a party to either the 
notice or to the suit fil^ thereafter by the 
insolvent, Ae proceedings would not be 
binding on him. It appears to me, there- 
fore, mat in the circumstances which are 
brought about by the plaintiff himself, the 
plaintiff cannot be allowed to take Aese 
pleas. Althou^ the suit by the plaintiff 
may be in a way defective by reason of 
his insolvent, the assignee alone coffid t^e 
advantage or this defect. The pl ain t iff him- 
self could not take advantage of it. In fact 
we have seen that the plaintiffs insolveimy 
was also annulled later on 15-12-1956. 
Because of this annulment he could not now 
turn round and say that he could not have 
filed a suit after ms first notice in the year 
1952. Under Section 87 of the Provincial 
Insolvency Act, 1920, "where an adjudica- 
tion Ls annulled, all sales and dispositions of 
property and pajmcnts duly made, and_ all 
acts therefore done hy the Court or receiver, 
shall bo valid; but subject as aforesaid, Iho 
property of tlio debtor who was adjudged 
involvent shall vest in such person as the 
Court may appoint, or, in default of any 
such appointment, shall revert to the debtor 
to Ae extent of his right or interest there- 


in on such condition as the Court may, by 
order in writing, declare.” The plahitiff’s 
adjudication admittedly was armulled uncon- 
ditionally. All the creditors were paid in 
full Therefore, all the property except the 
property which mi^t have been distributed 
to me creditors, reverted to the plaintiff. In 
other words, the property reverted bade to 
the debtor as if the property never vested 
in the Court from the date of adjudication 
till the date of annulment of adjudication. 
Therefore, he could not imder these circum- 
stances, have said that his suit ff he had 
filed after the first notice could not have 
been tenable. 

11. In Wood V. Surr, (1854) 52 ER 465 
Sir John Romilly M. R., while dealing with 
some circumstances similar to that of me in- 
solvent before me, had made some observ'a- 
tions which are very useful. In that case 
one Davis was adjudged an insolvent while 
his mortgage suit was pending. The assig- 
nees were not made parties to the suit 
and the matter proceeded. During these 
proceedings accounts were made and cer- 
tain due sum was fixed for the payment 
Because of certain fault made in payment, 
the suit was ultimately dismissed. The 
effect of this was that the mortgagor be- 
came foreclosed. During these proceedings, 
Davis mortgaged the equity of redemption 
of the same property to one Mrs. Cuppage 
who sold the property to one Wood. Wood, 
it appears, later on filed a suit out of which 
an appeal arose before the Master to set 
aside the proceedings and the foreclosure 
made earh’er in that suit of Davis. It was 
held that thou^ the assimee in insolvency 
was not bound by the foreclosure. Wood 
and Cuppage who knew about it were bound 
by it and that they were not entitled to 
raise the objection or the absence in the suit 
of the assignees in the Insolvency of Davis. 
Sir John Romilly M. R. observed: 

“The proceedings having gone on exactly 
ns if no insolvency had ^en place, the 
subsequent proceedings would, in my opinion 
be wholly inoperative against the assignee 
in insolvency and if ho thought fit to contest 
the vah'dity of the decree or foreclosure 
against Davus, it could not he held to bo 
binding on such assignee. But that docs not 
concludo the question, which really is, whe- 
ther the plaintiff who, but for this, would 
in truth have been bound, can take advan- 
tage of this objection ? I am of opinioa 
that, although the suit was undoubtedly de- 
fective, by reason of this insolvency tho 
assignee mone could tnkc adv.infago of this 
defect It is obvious that Davis himselJE 
could not take advantage of it or if from 
any subsequent cause, or any subsequent cir- 
cumstance, tlie insolvencj' or banlmiptej' bad 
been superseded or annulled he could not 
have “s.'u'd that the foreclosure was not ab- 
solute against him,” 

Therefore, this statement cf law, in sny wr.v, 
applies to the present case and the plea 
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wWcIi die plaintiff is now maUng cannot be 
available to die quondum insolvent. The 
plea of disability, which is now being raised 
^ the plaintiff is also not anywhere to be 
found in the provisions of the Indian limi- 
tation Act. 

12. Moreover, under Section 6 of the 
limitation Act, 1963, where a person en- 
titled to institute a suit or mate an appli- 
cation for the execution of a decree, is at 
the time from wh^ the prescribed period is 
to be reckoned, minor or insane, or an 
idiot, be may insdhjte the suit or niake the 
application within the same period after dis- 
aiiuity has ceased, as would otherwise have 
been allowed from the time specified there- 
for in the third column of the Schedule. 
Under Section 9 of the same Act, where once 
time has begun to run, no subsequent disabi- 
hty or inability to institute a suit or make 
an application stops it. There is a proviso 
but we are not concerned with this proviso. 
Therefore, the legal disabilities are mention- 
ed in the Limitation Act The pendency of 


the insolvency proceeding is not mendon- 
ed as a legal disability. We 


I legal disability. We have seen that 

the plaintiff has served a notice on IsJs own. 
That was a legal notice of demand. The 
time, therefore, under Article 22 starts nm- 
ninz and it cannot therefore stop for any 
disamlity or Inability of the plaintiff. 

13. Kow, let us also see what exactly 
is the position if an insolvent files a suit 
pending the insolvency proceedings, In Sub- 
Latah Couodan V. Ramasami, AIH 1954 Mod 
604 which is & Full Bench case, the 
Madras High Court was dealing with the 
Frovindal Insolvency Act, the Official 
Receiver was not made a party to a mortgage 
suit. The effect on the title of the property 
on annulment was being considered. It u 
mentioned that if a decree is passed without 
making an official assizes a party to the 
suit and the decree-holder purchases in exe- 
cution of the decree, the decree and the 
proceedings ate not null and Xroid in the 
sense that ffiey have no legal effect at alL 
The proceedings are only ineffective !r> luod 
the equity of redemption which is vested in 
the receiver. It is also observed that the 
effect of annulment is to vest the property 
retrospectively in the insolvent In other 
words, cons^uences of annulling the order 
of adjudication is to wipe out altogether the 
insolvency and its effect except to the limit- 
ed extent reserved under the section. In view 
of this, the ah'enations made of die p i opert y 
moveable or immoveable by the insolvent 
after adjudication or the decree or erecution 
proceedings suffered by him during such 
insolvency notwithstanding the property is 
taken away and transferred from nim are all 
restored and validated with effect from the 
date on which the insolvency petition was 
filed. Their Lordships in that case have 
referred to a large number of cases. Th^ 
also observed that during the insolvency pro- 
ceedines the insolvent's — - 


ministering the estate and for meeting ffie 
of the creditors. The Act does not 
affect the capacity of die insolvent to enta 
into the contract and otherwise deal with 
the property. He is fn the position of & 
person who has alienated all his property OT 
otherx^e lost it But bis position cannot bo 
equated to that of a minor or a lunatic. He 
/v»n be sued with or without the leave of the 
Court, as the case may be, and in that suit 
he can properly represent bimsdf. But any 
dcCTce mat might bo obtained against him 
would not hind the Official Receiver is 
whom his entire property vests. With res- 
pect I agree with tnb statement of law. 
Therefore, the pl^ntiff could have prope^ 
representM himself, if he had filed a suit. 
we have seen that his insolvency was also 
annulled later on, At any rate, having chosen 
once to give the notice in the year 1952, 
which he was not bound to, he could not 
now take up a plea and say that he could 
not have filed a suit because be had to ask 
for leave of the Court for it 

14. It can also be looked in another way. 
The pLuntiff on his own has ^ven a notice 
of demand to the defendants in the year 
1952. \Vben the insolvency proceedings were 


pending, he could as well have taken the 
leave of the Court and ask the Official Re- 


ceiver to file ^is nit against the defendants, 
The Official Receiver could as well have 
filed the suits against -^e defendants. Iq| 
this view of the matter also, the plaintiff 
cannot now take a plea sajing ^t it was L- 
not possible for him to file any suit at all 
after the first notice. Moreover, as men-' 
tioned earlier, neither Section 6 nor Seo- 
tioD 0 of the Indian Limitation Act also pro- 
vide any assistance to the plaintiff when he 
pleads that because of the insolvency pr^ 


ceedings, the period of limitation does not 
from the demand notice of the year 


A period of pendency of insolvency 
dints cannot also bo excluded under) 


the Insolvent's property vests in 
the Official Receiver for the pui^e of ed- 


\ 


proceedings cannot also bo exclude under) 
Section 15 of the Inrlian . Limitation ActI 
except where there is an order refusing the] 
leave to commence a suit Even if tJw petJ 
dency of the insolvency proceedings may! 
have the effect of preventing any suit or ap- 
jffication b^g filed arainst the insolvent, 
iM bar of interdiction does not arise by any 
order of the Court but under the law. Henca 
Section 15 (H of the Indian Limitation Act 
doM not apply. Under this section, in com- 
TOong the period of limitation for any suit, 
tro institution or execution of which has 
bcCT stayed by Injunction or order, the time 
tn the contimunce of the injunction or order, 
the tffiy on which it was issued or made, and 
the day on wMch it was withdraxvn, shall 
^ fscluded. Therefore, this section of the 
udian Limitation Act also does not assist 
tee plaintiff, 

15. For the aforesaid reasons, therefore, 
me. period of limitat'oa would start under 
Artime 22 of^the Indian Limitation Act when 
tte demand is made. The demand made by 
the plaintiff in one suit is on 24-7-1952 and 
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in lie other on 8-10-1952. The period is of 
tibree years. Therefore, the suits in both 
these matters are not tenable. The noHce 
given afterwards by the plaintiffi in the year 
1957 will not be of any use to him. In this 
view of the matter, therefore, the suits in 
each of the appeals are barred by limitation. 

16. The other point as regards the main- 
tainability of the sriit under the C. P. & 
Berar Money Lenders Ac^ 1934, depends 
upon the production of a money lending 
Kcence by the plaintiff. Both the Tri^ 
Court as well as the learned District Judge 
found that this was a loan transaction under 
the provisions of the C. P. & Berar Money 
Lenders Act, 1934. The suit filed by a 
money lender for the recovery of such a 
loan has to be dismissed if the plaintiff does 
not hold a valid registration cermcate issued 
under the Money Lenders Act on the date 
of the transaction to which the suit relates. 
However, if a money lender holds a valid 
licence even at the time of the hearing, the 
suit need not be dismissed. In Hajarimal v. 
Harinarayai^ 1965 Mah LJ 797, this Court, 
while dealing with Section 11 (H) of the 
C. P. & Berar Money Lenders Act, 1934, 
was of the view that it contemplates that if 
the Court finds that the plaintiff does not 
hold a valid licence, it shall stay the suit for 
a reasonable time until a valid registration 
certificate was produced. If no certificate is 
produced thereafter, the Court \vill not pass 
a decree in the plaintiffs fevour. As men- 
tioned earlier, no licence was filed at any 
time at any stage of the proceedings from 
the Trial Court till now. It, therefore, ap- 
pears that no valid licence is with the plain- 
tiff. The plaintiff, therefore, would also fail 
On the ground. ■ His suit, therefore, wiU not 
be tenable because he has no money-lending 
licence for this loan transaction under the 
C. P. & Berar Money Lenders Act, 1934. 

17. For' the aforesaid reasons, therefore, 
both these appeals should fail. L therefore, 
confirm the decrees of the Appellate Court 
and dismiss both the appeals with costs. 
Permission for L. P. A. granted as per 

Appeals dismissed. 
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K K. DESAI, J. • 

M/s. Manubhai Kikabhai and Co. Bombay, 
Applicants v. Shri Babajee Rajaram rinco 
deceased by his proposed heir; Smt, Baiyobai 
Rajaram, Opponent 

Civil Revn. Appln, No. 24S of 1969, D/- 
14-11-1969, against order of Commr. for 
Workmen’s Compensation, Bombay, D/- 20- 
12-1969. 

(A) Workmen’s Compensation .Act (1923), 
Section 4 ■ — Compensation, application for 
— Death of npplic.ant during compensation 


proceedings — Application does not abate — 
There is no fixed time limit for heirs to be 
suhstitated — Order 22 of Civil P. C. and 
provisions of Limitation Act, do not apply 
to such applications. 

There is nothing in law to suggest that 
applications for compensation imder the Act 
cannot be continued by heirs of deceased 
applicants. There is no time fixed within 
which heirs of deceased applicants must come 
on record to enable them to continue the ap- 
plications originally filed by deceased appli- 
cants. Applications filed under the Act 
being for recovery of money must be held 
to be in r^ect of rights to debts which sur- 
vive to heirs of deceased applicants. As the 
right to the debt is not personal ri^t of the 
deceased applicant, a widow of a deceased 
applicant is entitled to continue the original 
application in her own riglit. The provi- 
sions in Order 22 of the Code of Civil Pro- 
cedure are not made applicable to applica- 
tions made under the Act. (Para 5) 

(B) Civil P. C. (1908), O. 22, R. 3 — Death 
of applicant — Claim under Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act (1923) for compensation — 
No time limit for bringing heirs on record 
to continue application — Order 22 and 
limitation Act have no application to such 
applications. (Para 5) 

N. N. Rde and M. M. Vyas, for Appli- 
cants. 

ORDER: — The ^'evance of the peti- 
tioners in this revisional apph’cation is that 
the (jommissioner for Workmen's Compen- 
sation wrongly held in favour of the oppo- 
nent that she was entitled to continue the 
original application filed for compensation by 
her deceased husband, and in that connec- 
tion the Commissioner wrongly rejected the 
contention made on behalf or the petitioners 
that the application for bringing the oppo- 
nent on record was not made wi thin the pe- 
riod of limitation prescribed. 

2. In the submission of Mr. Rele for the 
petifa’oners, the application for bringing tlie 
opponent on record was much after the ap- 
plicab’on had abated and was barred by limi- 
tation. The application should have been 
rejected. 

3. Mr. Rele’s attempt was to rely upon 
the provisions in Order 22, Rule 3, of the 
Code of Civil Procedure in support of his 
above submission. The contention was that 
the original applicant died on September 25, 
1967, and the application for bringing the 
opponent, being the widow of the deceased 
apph'cant, on record was made on February 
21. 198S. The original application must bo 
held to Ii.ave abated. The present application 
for bringing the opponent on roeortl was 
made on Febni.ary’ 21, 1968, and was bcj'oad 
the time prescribed. 

4. In connection with these submissions, 

I repeatedly requested Mr, Rele to point out 
prowsions in the Worluncn's Compensation 
Act pros’iding for aoplication of the provi- 
sions of Order 22 of the Code of Civil Ptx>- 
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the relief to which the appellant is entitled. 
At the time this judgment is pronounced it 
s h all be signed and dated by the Judge or 
by the Judges concurring therein, In short, 
even while the appeal is being summarily 
missed under Order 41, Rule 11 of the Civil 
Procedure Code a regular judgment as is 
made at the end of the final hearing of an 

S eal ought to be made by the Judge or 
ges in motion bearing. 

4. The provisions relating to appeals are 
contained in Order 41 of the Civil Proce- 
dure Code 1908. The various rules in this 
order are grouped under appropriate bead- 
ing dealing with particular topics. Rules 1 
to 4 deal with the form of appeal and the 
compliance with the technicalities before an 
appeal memo is considered to be in order 
and is directed to be entered in the register 
of appeal maintained in Court. Rules 5 to 
8 d^ ivith the provisions of stay order and 
security to be taken in relation to the stay 
order. Rules 9 to 15 deal with the proce- 
dure on admission of appeaL After the ap- 
peal is found in order it is entered into the 
re^ster imder sub-rule (1) of Rule 9. After 
an appeal is so entered in the register of ap- 
peals, the Appellate Court sets it down for 
what is known as motion, hearing or the 
state of admission of the appeal. Rule 11(1) 
which is the subject-matter of dispute is in 
the following terms: — 

: “Order 41, Rule 11 (1): 

The Appellate Court after sending for the 
record if it thinks fit so to do, and after fix- 
ing a day for hearing the appellant or his 
pleader and hearing him accordingly if he 
appears on that day, may dismiss the appeal 
without sending notice to the Court from 
whose decree the appeal is preferred and 
without serving notice on the respondent or 
his pleader.” 

If the Court does not dismiss an appeal 
under this rule, it has to set down a date 
for hearing and issue notice to respondent 

5. Rules 16 to 22 of Order 41 of the 
Civil Procedure Code deal with the proce- 
dure bn hearing. Once tire appeal is admit- 
ted for final hearing a notice thereof is issu- 
ed to the respondent. The procedure to be 
adopted is laid down by these rules. It may 
be noted that under sub-rule (1) of Rule 17 
it is open to the Court to dismiss tlie appeal 
for default if tlie appellant does not appear 
when the appeal is called on for hearing. If 
tire appellant commits default in pajunent of 
process charges and the nob'ce of he.aring 
of die appeal could not bo served upon the 
.,re.spondciit because of tliis default of the 
appellant it is again open to the Court to dis- 
miss the appeal under Rule 18. The provi- 
sions contained in dicse two rules indicate 
diat in certain circumstances it is open to the 
Coiut to dismiss die appO:il vvidiout writing 
a detailed judgment. It may incidentally be 
noted diat it is open to the Court under 
sub-rule (1) of the Rule 3 to reject a memo- 
randum if it Is not presented in the proper 


form nor is it amended in spite of the direc- 
tions of the Court Sub-rule (2) of Rule 3, 
however, requires that where the Court re- 
jects any memorandum, it shall record the 
reasons for such rejection. There is a mark- 
ed difference between the language of sub- 
rule (2) of Rule 3 and the language of sub- 
rule (1) of the Rule 11. The language of 
sub-rule (1) of Rule 11 is more analogous to 
the language of Rules 17 and 18. 

6. Rules 30 to 34 of Order 41 deal with 
die judgment in appeal. Rule 31, which has 
already been referred to earlier, requires the 
judgment of the Appellate Court to be in a 
certain form. It also lays down what the 
judgment shall contain. However, Rule 80 
says that the Appellate Court, after hearing 
the parties or their pleaders and referring to 
any part of the proceedings, whether on ap- 
peal or in the Court from whose decree the 
appeal is preferred, to which reference may 
be considered necessary, shall pronounce 
judgment in open Court. Obviously there- 
fore, Rule SO comes into operation only 
where a notice of appeal is being sent to 
the respondent and the parties are beard 
and in which hearing points are raised for 
the consideration of me Appellate Court It 
is only when such a stage is reached that 
die judgment contemplated in the manner 
provided by Rule 31 has to be made. Rules 
35 to 87 deal with the decrees in appeal, 

7. On a plain reading of the scheme of 
Order 41, it does not seem to be necessary 
for the Appellate Court to write any judg- 
ment or a detailed order while dismissing an 
appeal summarily under Rule 11. Tanaji 
Dagde v. Shankar Sakharam, (1911) IS Bom 
LR 1002, a Division Bench of this Court con- 
sidered this question where the District 
Court passed a very brief _ order imder 
Order 41, Rule 11 of the Civil Procedure 
Code while dismissing an appeaL The order 
passed was “the lower Court has given good 
reasons for holding that plaintiff appellant 
was a mere benamidar for the defendant-res- 
pondent (who is in possession) and not a real 
purchaser”. ' In the face of a such a crypti'e 
order, the argiraient addressed to this Court 
was that the judgment is not according to 
law. Haj-WTird, J., referred to an earlier 
judgment of this Court in Puttapa v. Yellai>- 
pa, (1903) 5 Bom LR 233 in wliich a Divi- 
sion Bencm expressed the view that a formal 
judgment was necessar>' in the case of an 
appeal dismissed without sending notice to 
the lower Court, However, it is jiointcd out 
that no reasons were assigned for that deci- 
sion. The learned Judge proceeds to corrsi- 
dcr the scheme of Order 41 and points out 
that the reference to “a judgment in appc.al” 
arises only when tlrat stage is reached when 
both sides arc to be boarti and tho Court is 
to write a judgment under Rule SO. Tiie 
fin.al conclusiofr drawn by the learned Judge 
with whom the other learned Judge Beaman, 

J.. concurred, is .as follows: — 

"It appears to me therefore, looking to 
Order as a whole, and to tho position in 
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It of Rule IL relating to the summaiy di^ 
of appeals, as also of Roles 17 and 
18, relating to dismissals for default of the 
appellant, and having regard to the practical 
dimcuify of applying to anj" snob Ssmiaah 
the provisions of Rules 30 and 31 relating to 
judgments, that those provisions cannot to 
neld, and were never intended by the Legis- 
lature to be held, applicable to any but rega- 
in hearings of appeals in the presence of 
the parties and svith the record before the 
Court.’' 

This judgment has been overruled by a sub- 
sequent Full Bench Judgment of this Court 
in Hanmant RuWiamaji v. Annaji Ilanmant, 
(1913) 15 Bom LR 765 (FB). It may be re- 
membered that the question before the Divi- 
sion Bench of this Court in (1911) 13 Bom 
LR 1002 was whether the District Court was 
justified in passing a ve^ brief and unspeak- 
ing order while dismissing the appeal utfder 
Order *11, Rule 11 of &e Civil Proceduro 
Code. On an interpretation of the provi- 
sions of Older 41 the view taken was that 
the order was thoroughly justified and legaL 
Before the Full Bench, the question canvas- 
sed was that Tanafi Dagde’s case was wrong- 
ly decided. The learned Chief Justice points 
out that a Civil Circular 51 was published 
la 1890 under the provisions of the Hidi 
Courts Act, The Civil Circular provides 
that whea an Appellate Court subordinate to 
this Court dismisses an appeal tmder Se^ 
tion 551 of the C^e of Civil Procedure, n 
judgment should be written and a formal 
decree drawn up. The Full Bench p r o c eed s 
to point out that there was nothing is the 
new Code of Civil Procedure which Intro- 
duces any change in law, except in so far as 
the rules commencing with Rule 9 of 
Order XLI are headed “Procedure on admis- 
tkra of appeal". That change is not suffi- 
cient to abrogate the rule published under 
the Hi^ Ckn^ Ac^ which is quite consis- 
tent with the provisions of the Code. The 
rule in the Ci\^ Circulan is the basis of aB 
the Bombay Judgments referred to by the 
learned Chief Justice in that judgment ex- 
cept the one reported in (1911) ILR 36 Bom 
116 = 13 Bom LR 1002. It Is, therefore, 
pointed out that the practice laid down in 
that circular must still be observed by the 
Courts in the Presidency subject to the super- 
intendence of the Hijdr Court. 

8. The net result, therefore, is that so 
fer as the Courts subordinate to the Hi;^ 
Court in this State aie concewed CmJ Cir- 
cular 51 issued in 1890 still holds good, and 
the subordinate Courts are obliged to write 
a judgment and draw np a formal decree. 

9. It may be notice that Reaman, J- 
who was a jarty to Tanaji Dagde’s case ana 
concerned wth the judgment of Hayward, 
L, was also one of the judges constituting the 
Full Bench deciding Hanmant Rukhmaji's 
^e. In view of the Circular 51 pointed out 
by the Chief Justice, Beaman, J., agreed 
wth the judgment propose^ by the FoU 
Bendi but has observed as f^owa:— 

\ 


“Had we nothing more to do here than 
give a true construction of O. XLL then not- 
withstanding the conflicting decisions which 
have been cited to us, I should certa inl y 
hai'O gdbered to tbe idcrv eipressed ly jiw 
brother Hayward, in which I conconed. 
In Tanaji Dagde v, Shankar Sakharam. But 
Id vieiv of the circiilar order which has been 
mentioned, I feel that so long as that Circu- 
lar Order stands, and has the force of law, I 
ought to concur, and therefore 1 do concur 
in the judgment which has just been Pto- 
nouncM by my Lord the Chief Justice. 
Ever since, the District Courts have been 
pronouncing formal judgments and drawing 
op decree where appeals are summarily dis- 
missed under Order 41, Rule 11 of the Civil 
Procedure Code, It may be noted, however, 
in spite of this jud^ent which is meant 
for the guidance of subordinate Cdiirts, the 
practice of passing one-word dismissal order 
is in vogue in this Court throu;^out these 
years. It is not because a mere practice has 
developed but because on a true construc- 
tion ot Order 41 read as a whole it is not 
obligatory on an Appellate Court to pro- 
nounce a judgment when an appeal is being 
summarily rejected. The Full Bench dealt 
with a limits issue as to how the Courts 
subordinate to the High Court should con- 
duct themselves while dismissing appeals 
under Order 41 . Rule 11 of the D'vi] Proc&- 
dure Code. It has act either consider^ ot 
disapproved the true construction of the irrc^ 
visions of Order 41 , Rule 11 as point^ oat 
by the Division Bench in Tanaji Dagde’s 
ease. The interpretation of Order 41, Rule 11 
made in Tanaji Dagde’s case Is still good 
law so far as the wmiss^ of appeals by 
this Cburt under Order 41, Rule If Is con- 
cerned. 

10, The opinion on tbi« point is not mK 
animous between the various Cmuts. 

The Calcutta Hi^ Court has for a long time 
taken a view that a reasoned Judgment must 
be made in dismissal of appeal under Older 
Rule 12 of the Citil Procedure Co^ 
The Rangoon Hi^ Court has followed the 
judgment of this Court because the 
Court of Burma had issued a rule similar to 
Civil Circular 51 of this Court. A Division 
Bench of the Patna Hi/i Court in Malio 
Sabu V. Kamta Prasad Sabu, AIR 1934 Pat 
341 has approved and agreed with the view 
of this Court in Tanaji Dagde'g case. After 
an exhaustive analysis of toe provisions of 
Droer 41 war dc7?e, the observattoa of the 
Patoa High Court is as follows; — 

“A simple order of ^missal may be pass- 
ed u the appeal is not admitted and it is not 
until after admission and after hearing that 
a Judgment is required." 

Mandlekar argued before me that toe 
Judgment in Tanaji Dagde’s case having been 
overruled by a Full Bench it would not be 
permissible for this Court to act upon the 
interpretation made in Tanaji Dagde’s case, 

I do not think that this approach Is correct 
A Very limited issue was d^ded by the 
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Full Bench and to the extent that the Full 
Bench gave direction based upon a Circular 
issued by this Court, the point is eoncluded 
so far as the judgments to be made by the 
Courts subordinate to this Court are concern- 
ed. The provisions of that Circular are not 
confined to the District Courts alone but they 
control all subordinate Courts. That view 
has been recently tahen by a Division Bench 
of this Court in Gangahai Tokersay v. Gouii- 
shankar ChhitarmaL, 67 Bom LB 231 — 
(AIR 1966 Bom 34). Under the provisions 
of ihe Bombay Rents, Hotel and Lodging 
House Rates Control Act, 1947, an appeal 
lies under Section 29 from a judgment of a 
Judge of the Court of Small Causes Bombay 
to the Division Bench of the same Court. 
The Appellate Division Bench of the Small 
Causes Court summarily rejects an appeal 
without giving reasons or without writing a 
judgment. When that order was challenged ra 
not in accordance with law, the Division Bench 
of this Court points out that the Civil Cir- 
cular 51 of 1890 is applicable to aU Courte 
subordinate to this Court which hear^ appeals 
according to the provisions of the Civil Pro- 
cedure Code. For the ' Appellate Bench of 
the Small Causes Court, Bombay, it is obli- 
gatory to follow that circular_ and make _jud^ 
ment even when the appeal is being rejected 
imder Order 41, Rule 11. 

11. These judgments, according to me 
merely point out the extent of the operation 
of the Ci^ Circular 51 of 1890 and do :mt 
in any manner impair the authority of me 
interpretation of the provisions of Order 41, 
Rule 11 as made by the Division Bench m 
Tanaji Dagde’s case. That appears to me to 
he the consistent view of this Court and 
nothing seems to have happened whiclh re- 
quires a reconsideration of that yiew.^ Thiw, 
uie point raised by Mr, Mandlek^ with- 
out substance. Leave refused in all the three 


petitions. 


Leave refused. 
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PATEL AND WAGLE, JJ. 

Pushpabai Shankcrlal Sura and others. Ap- 
pellants V, The Official Liquidator, Shola- 
pur Oil Mills Ltd,, Respondent. 

First Appeal No. 116 of 1964 from Ori- 
mnal Decree, D/- 3-4-1970 against decision 
of Asst. J. Sholapm: in Misc. Appin. No. 38 


of 1951. 

(A) Court-fees and Suits V.nlunhons — • 

Bombay Court-fees Act (SG of 1959), S. 49 — 
Central Court-fees Act (1870) not applic.able 
to Maliarasbtra State since enforcement of 
Bombay Act 30 of 1939. (Para 3) 

(B) Court-fees and Suite Valuations — 
Court-fees Act (1870), Pro. — Interpretation 
of Statutes — Taxing statutes should bo 
construed not only strictly but also rc.ason- 
ably — Case falling wthin statute — In 
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case of ambiguity statute should he resolved 
in favoiur of citizen. (Para 6). 

(C) Civil P. C. (1908), Section 2 (2) — 

Decree — Order made during ivinding up 
of a Company and which is enforceable has 
the force of a decree. (Para 10) 

(D) Court-fees and Suite Valuations — • 

Bombay Court-fees Act (36 of 1959), Sch. 
n. Article 13 — ‘Decree or an order” — 
Words not restricted to decrees and orders 
of Civil Courts — Substance and not form 
of order is the guide — Orders made during 
winding up proceeding of a Company — ■ 
Order capable of valuation in terms of mone- 
tary gain or prevention of monetary loss has 
the force of a decree — Test to determine 
— Court-fees on an appeal and cross objec- 
tions against such an order would not be 
under Schedule If, Article 13 but under 
Schedule L Article 7. (1895) BLR 17 AH 

238 and AIR 1966 Mys 150 rmd AIR 1945 
Lah 146 (FB), Dissented (but rider by Mar- 
ten, J., Approved.) 


In considering the expression “an order 
having the force of a decree”, the Court 
must be guided by the substance of the 
matter and not merely by the form. 

The words “a decree or an order” in Sche- 
dule n, Article 13 are not confined to decrees 
or orders only of civil courts. 

There is no distinction between an order 
creating liability made by the Court in end- 
ing up proceedings granting substantive re- 
lief capable of being valued in terms of 
monetary gain or prevention of monetary 
loss and a decree or the Civil Court grant- 
ing similar relief. (Para 9) 

In an appeal and cross-objecHons against 
such an order Court-fee is payable under 
Schedule I, Article 7 and not under Sch. If, 
Article 13. AIR 1945 PC 60, Rel. on; (1895) 
ILR 17 All 238, AIR 1966 Mys 150, Dis- 
sented; AIR 1945 Lah 146 (FB), Dissented 
but rider stated by Marten, J., Approved; 
AIR 1956 Bom 563, Dist. 

(Paras 7. 8, 9, 10, 14) 

(E) Companies Act (1950), Section 634 — • 
Winding up of Company — Order made 
capable of v.Tlnation in terms of money — 
It has tlie force of a decree. (Para 10) 
Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 

(1968) L. P. A. No. 44 of 196S, T>/- 
15-10-1968 = 1970 Mah LJ 238, 
Indumaliben Chimanlal Desai v. 

Union of India B 

(1966) .MR 1966 Mys 150 (V 53) =* 

1965-1 Mys LJ 557, Dundappa 
V. S. G. jilofor Transport Co. 15 

(1936) AIR 1936 Bom 563 (y 43) = 

58 Bom LR 139, Taxing Officer v, 
Jamnaclas 19 

(1945) AIR 1945 PC 60 fV 32) = 

47 Bom LR 640, Ly-allpur Bank 
Ltd. v. Bamji Das 10 

0945) AIR 1945 Lah 146 f\' 32) = 

221 Ind C.as 114 (FB), Official Liqui- 
dator V, M. U. Qureshi IS, 15 
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(1895) ILR 17 AH 2S8 = 1895 AH 
WN 58, Reference under S. 28, 
Court-fees Act (7 of 1870) 11 

(188^ Printed Judgment P. 214 
(Bom), Nawab of Bela Spinning 
and Weaving Co. Ltd. v. Atma- 
ram Parbhudas 11 

V. V. Albal, for Appellants; U. H. Lalit; 
for Respondent; Govl Pleader as amicus 
curiae. 

PATEL, J.! On November 1, 1988 this 
appeal was before us and we had held that 
on die memorandum of a^eal and the 
cross-objections both the Siam were liable 
to pay ad valorem court-fee on the amount 
either decreed or disallowed. A note was 


subsequently filed that to sudi a case the 
provisions of Article 13 of Schedule II of 
Sie Bombay Court-fees Act. 1959 (herein- 
after referred to as the Act) should be ap- 
pBc^le and not Schedule L Article 1 or 7 
of the said Act as held by us. We hav^ 
Uierefore, reheard the matto. 

S. The order in the present case Is mads 
In a winding up proceeding under drcnm- 
which we have already stated in our 
order dated November 1, 1968. The two 
provisions which are relevant for the pre- 
sent purposes and wbidi need be considered 
are Schedule I, Article 7 and Schedule H 
Article 13 of the said Act. Schedule I, Arti* 
de 7 of the Act reads as follows:— 


"7. Any other plaint, application or A fee on the amount of the monetary 
petition Including memorandum gain, oc loss to be prevented, ^ 

of appeal), to obstaia substantive cording to tbe icalo prescribed 

relief capable of being valued la aodet Article I”, 
terms of monetary (pda or pro* 
ventionof monetary loss, includ- 
ing cases wherein appiicatioQor 
petition is treated as a plaint or 
lit described as the mode of ob- 
taining tba relief as aforesaid." 


Schedule II ArUala 13 of the said Act reads as follows I 


*'1S. Memorandam of appeal when 
the appeal is not from adecM 
or aa order havtag tbe force of a 
deerea and Is preseated— 


(altotnyQvil Court other tbaa the 
High court or to any Revenue Court 
or Ereentive Officer other then one 
the High Court or Chief Controlling 
Revenue or Executive .tutbority; 
(b) to tbe Chief Controlling Executive 
or Revenue Authority; 

(o) to the High Court 


one rupee 


Two rupees fifty • 
saye peise. 

Five rupees. 


S. As we have recently observed in a 
ttmilar case L. P- A. No. 44 of 1968, D/- 
15-18-1968 (Bom) the said Act has been 
recast in 1959 and fite Indian Court-fees Act 
1870, is DO longer applicable to tins Slate. 
Wo svill, consider the question la the first 
instance on first piindples %vithout tefecring 
to authorities. 

4. In order that Schedule IL Article IS 
of the said Act shoiild apply, tbe appeal 
must be from an order and not from a 
decree or an order havtiig the force of • 
decree and must be presented to the various 
authorities mentioned in column £ of the 
said aitide. The question then is whether 
the order passed hy tbe learned Judge under 
the Indian Companies Act in a wimliog up 
proceedings is a decree or an order having 
the fore© of a decree. 

5. It is argued that the Court-fees Act 
betng a taxing statute must be strictly coo- 
rtiued. There can be no quarrel with th© 
prindpJa. But it is equally well settled rha* 
every statute must be reasonably construed, 
»nd if a case ix brou^t within a particnlar 
provision it must be applied. It is only if 
there is ambiguity that the question of sbict 
construction in favour of the citizen c«a bo 
applied. 

I 8. In order that the order should be a 
Ideo^ the proceedings must be under the 
ICivu Froceduro Code, must commence by a 


plaint, and u defined by Section 2 (2) ol 
the said Code^ there must be a formm ex- 
pression of an adjudication which conclu- 
sively detennlnes ttie rights of the parti« 
with regard to all or any of the matters in 
controversy la the suit, as regard th® Court 
expressing it. This is sine qua non for an 
order b^g a decree, fii a winding up 
proceeding, when an order is made it may 
in some cases indeed decide the n^ts 
tween the Company and the thira person 
tnhflthar dw 4r mr omiTidar cr rf ahtremnlda' 
or an officer of the Company, The pro- 
ceedings, however, are not Ii'I-b proceemngs 
in a suit, thou^ the Court may have got 
powers analogous to those in a suit Jor 
dedding the question at issue between the 
two parties and there may not necessarily 
be a formal expresrion of the adjudication 
as understood under the Code of Qvid Proce- 
dure as in the case of a decree. An order 
means a formal expression of a decision 
which ix not a decree. In order that a 
decision should be an order, no particular 
.(orm of order could be prescribfiL Each 
case nrasl depend upon its own facts. Tbe 
order in the present case is; 

“Ihe Trustees of the Debenture-IToldff 
xhall get Rs. 7,691.61 aP. from the Officfal 
Liquidator as the costs a^ e:q>enses Incur- 
red by them for the period for which they 
were in possession of toe MilL Tbe remain- 
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inclined to infer either insincerity in the 
complaint, or an acquiescence in the in- 
jury whether real or supposed or a con- 
donation of it.” 

It is observed that the matrimonial juris- 
diction of the Court is intended to afford 
relief to a husband or to a wife who feds 
that he or she has been grievously wrong- 
ed by the other party and therefore 
desires to have the marriage dissolved. 
Further, the Coint is not to be used 
merely as an engine for enabling a hus- 
band or a wife to retaliate on the other 
by reason of some injmy which has been 
done outside the matter of violation of 
conjugal rights of the parties as such. 
In AIR 1930 Cal 418 (supra), this Comt 
declined to grant the relief claimed, hold- 
ing that the question of delay is always 
a matter of discretion of the Court, and, 
as the inaction on the part of the husband 
shows not that he was insincere in his 
complaint in the sense of not believing 
that his wife had committed adultery, 
but because there was an acquiescence 
by him in the injury which he knew he 
had suffered, the Court ought not to exer- 
cise the discretion in favour of the hus- 
band. Though the adultery was dis- 
covered by the husband on Jime 17, 1926, 
the husband was finally aroused the (sic) 
action when the wife removed certain 
articles of furnitiire, and for the first time 
publicly made a charge against the wife 
as having committed adultery by institu- 
tion of proceedings in 1928 under the 
Indian Divorce Act, which, as already 
indicated were accordingly dismissed. 


uon. jjenmng u J. concurring ob- 
served: — 

”If the husband repents of his wrong- 
seeks forgiveness, as he has 
done here, the wife cannot stay in the 
house and refuse to forgive him, and aU 
the while hold the past over his head, 
ready to strike with divorce whenever it 
^ts h^. She cannot play fast and 
loose with marriage in that way.” 

^ „ Boulting V. Boulting, 
(1864) 3 Sw & T 329 was quoted with 
approval — 

suffer 

under the wrong of which the complaint 
IS made, and the Court must be satisfied 
that the remedy is sought as a genuine 
relief from the pressure of that griev- 
ance.” 

Accordingly it could not be said that the 
wife, when she left the house still suffer- 
ed under the grievance of 18 months be- 
fore. 

13. On the above authorities Mr. 
Ghosh contended that it is the duty of 
the Court, to grant the relief prayed for, 
if only it is satisfied but not otherwise, 
that there has not been any unnecessary 
or improper delay in instituting the pro- 
ceedings. In view of the statutory pro- 
vision, it is not of much consequence that 
the objection on the ground of delay was 
not specifically taken by the husband nor 
was any issue framed on the said ground 
of delay. The marriage of the wife’s 
sister which w'as taken as a plea to ex- 
plain the delay took place in 1956 and 
according to her, the desertion commenc- 
ed from 1952 onwards, and in October 
1954, she left husband’s residence, the 


12. Mr. Ghosh also relied on the ded- 
don in Llewellyn v. Llewellyn, 1955-1 
WLR 480, where the Court of Appeal 
affirmed the order dismissing the appli- 
cation for divorce by wife on the charge 
of cruelty on the sole groimd of delay. 
It was found that the hvisband was guilty 
of cruelty and assaulted the wife in 1946, 
1947 and 1951, and after Jime 1951, the 
husband had done nothing which in any 
way amounted to cruelty. During the 
period from Jrme 1951 to Jmuary 1953, 
when she left, parties remained firing 
together, the wife did not condone her 
husband’s cruelty, though he pleaded 
, with her to forgive him, but instead 
acted in an objectionable way and was 
hostile to him. In October 1953, the 
wife petitioned for divorce on ground of 
cruelty. The Court of appeal in affirm- 
ing tlie trial Court’s order dismissing the 
petition observed that the _ Court is not 
to be used as a place to which people can 
come for redress just when it suite th^, 
and if it is found that a weapon is being 
held in reserve over the head of the 
spouse who is affected, the Court is en- 
titled in the exercise of its discretion to 
refuse to accede to the prayer of the peti- 


statutory period of desertion being three 
years. More, according to the wife, the 
husband had been persistently cruel since 
the marriage, and apart from the physi- 
cal violence, ending lastly with the unfor- 
tunate incident of May 16, 1955, she had 
no company of the husband since Janu- 
ary 1948. This unnecessary and impro- 
per delay has not been explained at all 
by the -v^e, and accordingly, the learned 
Judge should have dismissed the applica- 
tion in limine, on the ground of unneces- 
sary and improper delay, indicating that 
she had no genuine grie^^ce and her 
complaint was insincere. 

14. Mrs. Jyotirmoyee Nag, the learned 
counsel appearing for the 'wife, has dis- 
puted tlie above contentions and has sub- 
mitted that there had been no unnecessary 
and improper delay in institution of the 
proceeding by the wife. After her return 
from England in January 1952, the wife 
returned to the husband’s place at Labe 
Place where she resided till October, 
1954, and during this period, the husband 
did not misbehave with the wife thou<’h 
they had no relationship as husband and 
wife each having his or her own way of 
life In May. 1955, the father of the 
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wife came down to Calcutta and on May 
16. 1955, he proceeded to the house of the 
husband with a view to conuog to some 
Bort of understanding about the future 
course of life of the parties. The attemot 
however ended in disaster, wrecking their 
marital life and on and from that day, 
the rupt\ire was complete and beyond ^ 
chances of retrieval At about the time, 
the yoimger sister of the wife was not 
still married and the wife, as she stated 
in her evidence, could not institute the 
proceeding earlier and the sister was 
married in 1956. Since then there has 
not been any unnecessary or improper 
delay the proceedings being instituted on 
October 3, 1958, if it is consdered that 
the attitude of woman, particularly of 
our sodety, is rather to endure and suffer 
than to rush in Court and be the topic 
of a public scandal 
15, Mrs. Nag referred to the decision 
In G (the husband) v. M (the wife). (188S) 
10 AC 171, where Fitzgerald L. J. made 
the following observations: — 


*Tt is said that the pursuer ought sooner 
to have instituted the suit 1 ventured 
to observe in the course of the case, and 
I repeat it now, that there is not one of 
us who cannot recall to memory the ex- 
perience of some case in which a woman 
submitted to the worst of treatment, 
treatment degrading and humiliating, and 
allow^ it to continue rather than permit 
her name to become the subiect of a 
public scandal And when we add to 
this toat toe lady in question had two 
asters, young and unmarried, who would 
necessarily be implicated In any disclo- 
sure as to her character, that would 
greatly strengthen her motives tor silence, 
and probably she would have sutvnltted 
to much more If she had not been driven 
to her present course (action for nullity 
of marriage) by toe institution of toe 
action for divorce.” 

Mrs. Nag also relied on toe derdslon in 
Moreno (Husband) v. Moreno fWifel AIR 
1920 Cal 439. where it was held by this 
Court that delay will generally be ex- 
cused if it is really due to poverty. Reli- 
ance was also placed in the decision In 
Becker v. Becker, 1966-1 WLR 423 where 
a delay of fifteen years after desertion in 
the in^tution of toe proceedings was not 
considered as a bar when the parties lived 
far away and the marriage was as dead as 
could be. Denning M. R, quoted vrith 
approval the observations of Hodson L. J. 
in Crump v. Crump in C. A. No. 69 of 
1957 (unreported): 

'7n dealing with the question of deser- 
tion it seems to me entirely Afferent con- 
siderations apply and the fact that a pej'- 
son does not. immediately the three years 
lapses, take proceedings for\divoree is 
not of itself a matter calling for adverse 
criticism at all In fact one ^uld re- 
gard it rather from the opposite 'point of 


■mew. It would in many cases, and 
perhaps in most cases, be praiseworthy U 
a person who had been deserted by their 
spouse did not at the first possible mo- 
ment when the law allowed it petition 
for ^vorce. One knows in a ^eat many 
cases such spouses endure with patient 
hope for many years before taking ad- 
•vantage of toe ri^t which is now avail- 
able to them.” 

In Adelaide Mande Tobias "y. William 
Albert Tobias. AIR 1968 Cal 133, a delay 
of 26 years in the institution of proceeding 
by the after desertion was not cond- 
der^ as a bar to the relief of divorce^ as 
toe Court accepted the -wife’s explanation 
that she did not consider it wise to have 
the divorce until the children were 
brought up; educated and settled. 

16. The delay to be a bar to relief 
must be unnecessary and improper In the 
dremnstartces of the case. In toe pre- 
sent case toe wife has stated candidly 
that her younger sister was still unmarri- 
ed, when the final rupture took place on 
May 16. 1955. It was natural for her 
therefore to wait until toe sister was 
marrirf and settled in her new family, 
the marriage having taken place in 1956. 
And certainly to get settled takes time. 
Further the natural reluctance of the wife 
to be toe subject of public scandal rather 
than endure the agony, the honour of the 
family, and the status of the divorced 
wife as tmwanted woman in our sodety 
all these considerations keep away the 
wile from rushing to Court for relief of 
divorce and other reliefs to which she 
may be otherwise entitled in law. We also 
^ not find here a 'wife acquiescing in 
toe marital offences of the husband or 
taking from the husband any advantage 
of her position as the injured spouse or 
retaliating for some other injury caused 
by the husband. On the contrary. We 
find here a ■wife, who after prolonged 
years of toe miserable life of a -wredeed 
marriage, simply wants the freedt^ freon 
a husband who, according to her, had 
blamed Ivei Ute, W% are convinced that.' 
there is no lack of sinceritv in the com- 
plaint of the wife and that her Buffering 
of an unfruitful and painful married life 
is genuine. In this background and 
looking at the marriage which is already 
dead, a delay for a period of about 21 
months (January 1957 to September 1958) 
In our mind, is of no consequence, and is 
neither unnecessary nor Improper when 
she was going to take, of her own, toe 
most fateful decision in her life. 

17. Mr. Ghosh In course of his sub- 
missions was candid enough to admit that 
the matrimonial home had been irretri- 
evably brrfren do-wn and that there is 
no meaning in the parties giving out 
further as a married couple. None the 
less, the husband is not willing to accept 
the position that the marriage hM bera 
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•wrecked for reasons given by the vnfe 
and the husband further is not willing to 
leave the Court room with such ignominy 
hanging over him. Mr. Ghosh submitted 
that imder Section 35 of the said Act. his 
client is entitled to get the same relief 
against the wife as if he had presented a 
petition seeking such reliefl Mr. Ghosh 
contended that his client’s written state- 
ment contains ample and sufficient allega- 
tions corroborated by legal testimony to 
grant him a decree for divorce on the 
•wife’s adultery with several persons, and. 
no less on the grounds of her cruelty and 
desertion. 

18. Mrs. Nag has opposed the above 
contentions of Mr. Ghosh and has further 
contended, apart from merits, that under 
Section 41 of the said Act, this Court has 
framed the rules of procedure, known as 
the Special Marriage Act (Calcutta High 
Court) Rules 1955. The said rules have 
been incorporated in the Civil Exiles & 
Orders. Volume I, as Rule 340-A. Under 
sub-rule (18). it is pro'cided that in a pro- 
ceeding for divorce, if the respondent 
asks for relief under Section 35 of the 
said Act, the answer shall contain parti- 
cidars of adultery, cruelty or desertion, 
as if it were a petition mutatis mutandis. 
Sub-rule (19) again provides for an op- 
portunity to the petitioner who may file 
a reply within 14 da'TS from the fihng of 
the answer or such extended time as 
may be allowed by the Court Further, 
if the husband alleges adultery by the 
petitioner, he shall have to give the name 
address and description of the alleged 
adulterer (vide Rules 20 and 21)._ In such 
case, a •writ of sxunmons, to which shall 
be annexed a true copy of the answer, 
ghnll be served on the alleged adulterer 
in the same manner as a summons of a 
petition for divorce to be served on the 
respondent who is to be imnleaded as "co- 
respondent” and such adulterer may file 
an answer to that of the respondent 
(Rule 22). 

19. It is obvious that in his written 
statement the husband did not ask for 
relief under Section 35 of the said Act 
and accordingly the wife was not called 
upon to give her reply to the said allega- 
tions made in the •written statement. 
There was no application nor any nro- 
ceedings taken before the learned Judge 
for relief xmder Section 35 of the said 
Act and it is too late in the day for Mr. 
Ghosh now to come and pray before us, 
in this appeal, the relief to which his 
client, the husband, would have been 
entitled if he had presented a petition 
seeking the relief. 

£0. Before we enter into the merite 
of the appeal, wo shall consider the posi- 
tion in la'W relating to cruelty and deser- 
tion as matrimonial oiTcnces. Tlie 'wife in 
the connected proceeding has applied for 
divorce on the'groxmd that the respondent 


has deserted the petitioner 'without cause 
for a period of over three years imme- 
diately preceding presentation of the 
petition and also has since the solemnisa- 
tion of marriage treated the petitioner 
vdth cruelty. The relevant provisions 
of the Special Marriage Act, 1954, are as 
follows: — 

“Section 27. Divorce. Subject to the 
pro-visions of this Act and the Rules made 
iheretmder. a petition for divorce may 
be presented to the District Court either 
by the husband or by the 'wdfe on the 
ground that the respondent — 

(a) — 

(b) has deserted the petitioner ■without 
cause for a period of at least 3 years im» 
mediately preceding the presentation of 
the petition 

(c) — 

(d) has, since the solemnisation of mar- 
riage treated the petitioner with cruelty. 

* * » 

Section 34. Duty of Court in passing 
decrees. 

(1) In any proceeding under Chapter V 
(restitution of conjugal rights and judicial 
separation) or Chapter VI (nullity of 
marriage and divorce) whether defended 
or not, if the Court is satisfied — 

(a) an'y of the grounds for granting 
relief exists and 



(d) the petition is not presented or 
prosecuted in collusion ivith the respon- 
dent and 

(e) there has not been any unnecessary 
or improper delay in instituting the pro- 
ceeding, and 

(f) there is no other legal ground w^hv 
the relief should not be granted; then, 
and in such case, but not otherwise, the 
Court shall decree such relief accord- 
ingly.” 

21. We are not concerned with the other 
ground of divorce as the learned Judge 
has decreed the suit on these two grounds 
only rejecting the other ground alleged 
by the -vtife. 

22. As -was approvingly Quoted by the 
Supreme Court" in Bipin Chandra v. Pra- 
bha-vati, AIR 1957 SC 176 the legal poti- 
tion is summarised In Halsbury’s Laws of 
^gland. Third Edition, Volume XU In 
the folio-wing words; 

"453. Meaning of desertion. In Its 
essence desertion means the intentionally 
permanent forsaking and abandonment of 
one spouse by the other -without that 
other’s consent and without reasonable 
cause. It is a total repudiation of the 
obligations of marriage. In view of the 
large variety of circumstances and of 
modes of life in-volved, the Court has 
discouraged attempts at defm'ing deser- 
tion tliere being no general principle ap-. 
plicable to all cases. 
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Desertion Is not the withdrawal from a 
place but from a state of things, for what 
the law seeks to enforce Is the recep- 
tion and discharge of the common ob^ 
sations of the married state; the state of 
things may usijally be, termed, for short, 
"the home” The person who actu- 

ally withdraws from cohabitation Is not 

necessarily the deserting party 

454. Duration of desertion. The oSenca 
of desertion is a course of conduct wluch 
exists independently of its duration, but 
as a groimd for divorce it must exist for 
a of at least three ye^ imm^ 

diately preceding the presentation of the 
petition or where the offence appears as 
a cross-charge, of the answer. Desertim 
as a groimd of divorce differs from uie 
statutory grounds of adultery and cruelty 
in that the offence founding on the cause 
of actJcm of desertion Is not complete but 
inchoate until the suit Is constituted. 
Desertion is a contintting offence, 

456. Elements of desertion; factum and 
For the act of desertion to e^st 
there m\]st be both the factum or physical 
separation, and the animus deserendi or 
intention to desert. AH the nece^aiy 
Ingredients of desertion must continue 
throughout the statutory period. 

A de facto separation may take pla« 
without there being an animus deserendl, 
as where there U a separation by mut^ 
consent or a compulsory separation, out 
if that aolmus supervenes, desertion will 
begin from that moment, unless there is 
Consent to the separation . by the other 
spouse. On the other hand there _may be 
anim iia deserendl without separation, as 
whether the parties live not as two house- 
holds tmder the same roof but as one 
household. 

459. Doctrine of constructive desertion. 
Desertion is not to be tested by merely 
ascertaining which party left the matri- 
monial home first. If one spouse Is forc- 
ed by the conduct of other to leave home, 
it may be that the spouse respontible for 
the driring out is guilty of desertion. 
There is no substanti^ difference between 
the case ol a man who intends to cease 
cohabitation "tuI leaves his wife and the 
case of a man which compels his wile by 
his conduct, with the same intention, to 
leave bizn. 

23. In Am 1957 SC 176 (supral, {He 
Supreme Court also laid down that In 
any proceedings lor divorce, the plaintiff 
miist prove the offence of desertion, like 
any other matrimonial offence, beyond all 
reasonable doubt. Further though corro- 
boration is not regarded as an absolute 
rule of law. the Courts inrist upon corro- 
torative evidence, as a matter of precau- 
tion. unless its absence isv, accormted far 
(to the eatisfaction of the Court. 


24. The other groimd on which the 
wife seeks divorce is for cruelty and as 
already seen cruelty has not been defined 
In the said Act. In Halsbury’s Laws of 
England (ibid), cruelty is defined as 
follows:— 

*’514. Me aning of Cruelty. The legal 
conception of cruelty, which is not defin- 
ed by statute, is generally described as 
conduct of such character as to have caus- 
ed danger to life, limb, or health (bodily 
or mental) or as to give rise to a reason- 
able apprehension of such danger. 

S16. Considerations which In general 
are material. The general rule lit all 
question of cruelty is that the whole ma- 
trimonial relations must be considered, 
tiiat rule is of special value when the 
cruelty consists not of riolent acts but of 
injurious reproaches, complaints accusa- 
tions or taunts.” 

25. In Bayden "On Divorce”, Tenth 
Edition at page 148, it is laid down: 

"To obtain a divorce on the ground of 
crusty It must be proved that one part- 
ner in the marriage, however mindless of 
the consequences, b^ behaved In a way 
which the other spouse could not in the 
circumstances be called upon to endure, 
and that misconduct has called injury to 
health or a reasonable apprehension ol 
such injury. There are two sides to be 
ooDsiderad in a case of cruelty, from the 

K titioner’s side ought tids p^tioner to 
called on to endure the conduct; fro m 
the respondent’s side, was t>ii«i conduct 
gamusable?” 

26. Further "Assuming that injury or 
apprehended injury to health Is found, 
the Court has then to decide whether the 
6Um total of the reprehensible conduct 
Was cn^ That depends on whether the 
cumulative conduct was sufBrientiy seri- 
ous to say that from a reasonable person’s 
point of view after a consideration of any 
acuse which this respondent might have 
In the drcumstances, the conduct Is such 
that the petitioner ought not to be call^ 
ppon to endure it," 

27. For the purpose of convenience, 
tiie matrimonial lifA of tlie parties may 
be divided in four distinct periods. We 
shall colder each phase of the maM- 
ZDonial life of the couple as borne out by 
the evidence. The first phase Is from 
January 21, 1945, (date of solemnisation 
of inarr^e) to September 5. 1945. During 
this period, the wife staved at the Lans- 
down Hoad, reridence of the husband 
appeared in her hL A- examination In 
August 1945. The husband left for Eng- 
land for his business in June 1945 ana 
returned on September 5. 1945. The eri- 
dence of the wife Is that Immediately . 
after marriage she found the husband 
unusually cold, Indiffeiwt and rude to 
her. He was imsympathetle and had no 
understanding and if she asked the rea- 
sons of such behaviour, be would use to 
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be rude fo her and in later years started 
beating her. The "wife complained that 
she was not treated by the husband as his 
wife. She also did not get his company 
as he was too busy with his other affairs. 
Even dtuing this period there was no 
sexual relationship between the parties 
and when she invited his company, he 
said that as examination was ahead, there 
should be no sexual relationship. Dr. Hem 
Chandra Choudhury, the fattier of the 
wife and her witness in this case corro- 
borated that her daughter, the wife, had 
told him, at about the time, of the hus- 
band’s cold and indifferent attitude to 
her, her failture to have his company and 
also of the non-consummation of the 
marriage. 

28. The husband In his evidence staled 
that the wife was foimd to be cold from 
the very begitming. He generally denied 
the other allegations made by ttie wife 
while admitting that the feelings were 
strained for first five months. In his 
written statement, the husband stated 
that during January to June, 1945, they 
cohabited but volimtarily restrained 
themselves in view of the wife’s exami- 
nation. 

29. On a consideration of the evi- 
dence, we have no doubt that the relation- 
ship between the parties was far from 
normal and that the husband denied his 
company to the wife. We have also no 
hesitation in holding that there was no 
sexual intercourse between the parties 
during the period even though both of 
them were then young.. Though the 
wife was keen for the husband’s company 
the husband kept her away on pretexts. 
This indicates the husband’s utter callous- 
ness and indifference to the wife as has 
been alleged by her. 

30. The second phase of the marriage 
life covers the period from September 5, 
1945 to August 19, 1947. The hus- 
band according to h i m returned 
from his foreign tour on or about 
September 5, 1945, and the wife left for 
Lahore, where her parents resided, on 
September 6, 1945, According to the 
wife, however, the husband retiuned in 
August, 1945, and, after two to three 
weeks of his return, she left for Lahore, 
returning in December 1945. Even dur- 
ing this time she asked for his company 
and tile husband was as cold and indiffe- 
rent as before and used to abuse the wife 
saying, that she was too demanding. She, 
however, returned from Lahore in De- 
cember, 1945, and staved at the husband s 
Xiansdown Eoad residence. During this 
period, the husband, according to wife’s 
evidence denied her company on the plea 
of his being busy with his dub. Even he 
could not tolerate her if she was present 
at the time of his lunch and would be 
annoyed and beat her. He would not 
return home from his office after office 


hours but used to go straight to his club 
and return home at night at 10 or 10-30 
pm. and then he used to go to his mother 
and talked to her. If the wife wanted 
the husband to come to her, he would 
beat her, his mother taking the side of 
the husband. The husband used to say 
to wife that she was so ugly that he felt 
ashamed to take her with him. The wife, 
thus, had no sleep in day or at night and 
during the period from December, 1945 
to March, 1947, when she left for Lahore, 
there was again no sexual relationship 
between the parties. In October/Novem- 
ber. 1946, the husband left for England 
and returned on January 12, 1947, and on 
the day he returned, accorcfing to the 
husband, she left for Lahore. It appears 
•that the father of the wife "was transfer- 
red to Jaipur and at his request the hus- 
band came in August, 1947, to Jaipur in 
the Hotel where the wife’s parents were 
then putting up. On the two nights toe 
husband spent there, there was no sexual 
intercourse and toe husband did not be- 
have properly with her, on toe contrary, 
on the first night as she was persuaded 
to go to him, he was rude, and hit her 
and the wife came out weeping after 
some time, as it was impossible for her 
to stay with him. According to the wife, 
her father impressed upon her that her 
place was at Calcutta with the husband 
and accordingly she returned to Calcutta 
with her husband to stay with him. Ac- 
cording to the husband as stated in his 
written statement, during his absence in 
foreign lands in October, 1946, to Janu- 
ary, 1947, toe wife became very intimate 
with one Himangshu, her class-mate, and 
Himangshu, at that time went to Jaipur 
at the call of the wife. The husband’s 
case about this soioimi is that he was 
taken to Jaipur by toe father of toe wife 
and at Jaipur the wife promised to be a 
dutiful wife giving up her old habits. The 
husband forgave and accented toe wife 
again and they came to Delhi at toe Agra 
Hotel and they went on sight-seeing while 
at Kutub kCnar toe wife confessed that 
she wanted to take away her life as she 
felt guilty in her conscience. Such confes- 
sion on her part melted toe heart of toe 
husband and they returned to Agra Hotel 
and enjoyed each other’s company and 
cohabited each other. They again left 
IDelhi for Jaipur and on August 16, 1947, 
they left Jaipur reaching Calcutta on 
August 19, 1947, The alleged assurance 
by the wife at Jaipur and her confession 
at Delhi and their cohabitation in Agra 
Hotel, Delhi do not find any place, how- 
ever, in the evidence of the husband and 
we are xmable to accept the same cs true. 
There is also no evidence about the alleg- 
ed bath-room incident or of an alleged at- 
tempt of Euidde by the wife on August 
34, 1947, at Jaipur which is also not stat- 
ed by the husband in his evidence and 
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we are unable to accept the same as tn 2 e;i 
The relationship of the parties during 
the period is also evidenced Iw some cor- 
respondence before the parties met at 
Jaipur. In his letter Eist. E dated July 
6. 1947. the husband complained about 
the movement of the wife and mixing 
with Himaneshu. In her letter Ext. E 
(19) dated July 16. 1947. the wife Inform- 
ed the husband that. Himaneshu or no 
Himangshu, they could not cany on life 
as they were going on and that It was 
absolutely an abnormal sort of life to her. 
It was necessary for some sort of seWe- 
ment to be reatihed and about mis- 
understanding over her behatdour and 
action, she had offered to clear up every- 
thing and do the penance of her wrongs 
by coining over to Calcutta in spite of 
the unwelcome staring at her face. The 
offer was not accepted and the vnfe also 
complied in that letter that the hus- 
band always shirked his responsibilities 
and duties as a husband and did not give 
the wife the right to call herself as the 
wife of the husband and be proud of him. 
Eis attitude to her had been cold and 
indifferent, he being too busy with his 
plans of the future and works to devote 
any time to the wife and the family. 

3L In the context of the e^ddence. 
oral and documentary, as stated above it 
again seems to us plain that the husband 
was as indifferent and cold to the wife as 
before. We lutve no doubt in our mind 
that the relationship between the parties 
was most abnormal and the reason for 
such relationship was due to the husband 
whose marital lapses caused the bitter 
and unfortunate situation. We have also 
a letter from the mother of the husband 
to the wife dated August 5, 1947. Exhibit 
E(8) where the mother complained about 
the wife’s relationship with Himangshu. 
It may be mentioned that the husband in 
bis evidence said that he bad condoned 
the wife's conduct in relation to Hlmang- 
ahu and In fact, there is nothing Incrimi- 
nating in the conduct of the wife In so far 
as Himangshu Is concerned, and to the 
husband, the Intrusion of Himangshu fn 
the scene did not have anything to do 
with the hitsband's relation with the 
wife. We also find in the letter Exhibit 
E(8) that the husband has not been per- 
forming his duties to the wife Including 
Sexual Intercourse. We therefore find that 
the husband continued in his attitude of 
apathy and indifferent to the wife and 
did not cohabit with her at all during 
period. 

32. The third phase Is from August 
20. 1947 to August 1948. The wife stated 
that after return to Calcutta from Jaipur 
the coldness persisted. Only lor a short 
period they had the relatiorLshlp and alw 
l^d sexual intercourse for four or five 
times within one month during Decem- 
ber. 1947/January. 1948. and there was no 


attempt for sexual intercourse after that 
A 5 the husband was proceeding in Olym- 
pics in June/July, 1948, he desired that 
^6 wife should go to England and resume 
her studies as she should be sent away 
from Himangshu. It was obvious that 
Hiiuangshu and not the wife was respon- 
Bfht e for creating disturbances by tele- 
phone In hex' letter to her father 

Exhibit E(2) dated October 3. 1947. the 
wife was telling liim that the husband felt 
that the wife had been the cause of the 
detriment of his sodal status in Calcutta 
and he would be able to put up a bold 
&cB against the social and public scandal 
If 4ie would make up her lack of beauty 
with her education, so that she could be 
presented in the society. In this, accord- 
ing to the wife, the husband was trying 
to get rid of the wife’s company but there 
was no way out of her problem. Even 
during this period, in May 1948, when the 
father of the wife was on a holiday at the 
X,aPsdown Hoad residence, the husband 
continued beating and illtreatment of the 
wife in his presence, as testified by the 
v^e and her father. She acknowledged 
that she went to United Kingdom on the 
initiative of the husband who introduced 
her to some persons In furtherance of her 
studies and bore part of the expenses... 
During her stay in England, she wrote 
several letters to the husband, the letters 
usual from a wife containing much 
warmth Exhibits E(3). E(4) and E(Sh but- 
nope of these letters was replied to. It 
is obvious that the husband never desist- 
ed from iUtreating the v^e throughout 
the sojourn of the wife who had left for 
England in August. 1946. 

S3. The last phase of the marital life 
starts from the return of the wife In 
January 1952 from Engird, who stayed 
baric to complete her course of study, and 
completed her Phjl. and ends on May 16, 
1955. the day of final rupture. After her 
return, she went straight to Jaipur but 
her father forced her to stay with the 
husband. Accordingly she stayed with 
the husband at the Laasdown Road resi- 
dence and after August 195^ at the 
Place Road residence of the husband. In 
July. 1952, the wife was apprinted 
as lecturer In the Calcutta Univer- 
rity but this VTas not liked by the 
husband. During thiq period accord- 
ing to her there was no relationship 
between the husband and the wife, each 
having his or her own way. There was 
no sexual relationship any more and the 
wife resigned to her frustrated marriage 
life. There was no physical torture, 
violence or mental shock to her. The wife 
began to feel that the husband had desert- 
ed her in his own house and imder the 
same root they became strangers. The 
wife could realize that the husband had 
developed a feeling of hatred and abhor- 
rence for her and wanted her to desert 
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him and live elsewhere as he had deserted 
her in his own house. She was troubled 
by her feeling of loneliness and without 
havmfi any companion and later on in 
April 1954 when her mother and sister 
came to reside in a rented room in the 
neighbourhood in Raja Basant Roy Road, 
she used to seek relief and solace from 
them. Thereafter a flat was taken at 
51-M Keyatala Road, Calcutta in Novem- 
ber 1954 and the wife left her husband’s 
place at about this period for good. The 
father of the wife stated in evidence that 
from May 1952 to November 1954, she 
was both mentally and physically broken. 

34. The husband in his evidence stated 
that the wife willingly left his protection 
in November 1954 and she was not com- 
pelled to leave. Further, he did not re- 
fuse his company to the wife whenever 
she asked for it. It was his further evi- 
dence that she fled to her mother when 
towards end of 1955, the husband dis- 
covered a bimch of highly indecent letters 
written to her by her boy friends like 
Poonka and Manon. His further evidence 
was that he lived hapnily with her from 
Au^st 1947 to till 1954. During the 
period of her stay in Lake Road house 
from August 1952 to November 1954, the 
husband had sexual intercomrse with the 
w^e on one or two occasions, and the 
wife was frigid. 

35, Upon a consideration , of the evi- 
dence as also the statements made by tte 
wife in her petition for divorce, which 
under Section 32(2) of the said Act, we 
refer as evidence, we hold that the hu^ 
band during this period also persisted in 
his attitude of utter mdiflerence, callous- 
ness and apathy towards the wife and 
lived with the vdfe as strangers imder the 
same roof. We are also satisfied that 
there was no sexual relationship between 
the parties during the period, due to the 
husband’s antipathy to it. We are also 
inclined to accept the statement of the 
wife made in her petition that the hus- 
band developed an attitude of hatred and 
abhorrence to her. It is obvious that in 
the context of her suffering and loneli- 
ness of a frustrated married ^e, the hus- 
band created a situation in his house that 
it was impossible for the wife to stay 
there longer. The husband, thus forcing 
tlie wife by his conduct to leave the 
matrimonial home, became himself really 
guilty of desertion, even though it is the 
wife who had in fact deserted the house. 
Ihe action on the pai-t of the husband. is 
based, as the entire course of matrimonii 
life bears out. on his intention to repudi- 
ate the obligation of the marriage and 
the requisites of desertion in law. factum 
of desertion and animus discrendi were 
present in the case. As the statutory 
period of three years had passed away 
since November 1954 prior to the presen- 
tation of the petition for divorce in Octo- 


ber 1958, without any attempt on the part 
of the husband to determine the deser- 
tion at any time there is no legal bar or 
any other impedim.ent or ground on the 
way of the wife having the relief she 
prays for. 


36. Mr. Ghosh has contended with 
^eat emphasis that the real ground for 
leaving the matrimonial home was not 
the alleged acts of the husband, but it 
was the discovery of the bunch of in- 
decent and despicable letters which came 
into the hands of the husband on opening 
an almirah exclusively used by the wife. 
Some of the letters which are Exhibits 
E(10). Edl). E(12), E(13), E(15). E(16), 

E(17). E(18), are undoubtedly highly in- 
decent and improper and indicate an 
amorous feeling of their vriiters for the 
wife and Mr. Ghosh wanted us to find an 
explanation there for the conduct of the 
husband. These letters are, however, 
only one-way traffic and there is no letter 
from the wife to the writers to indicate 
her amorous feelings for them. The one 
that is there, dated September 6. 1954, 
Ext E(10), written by her to Poonka, is 
amply a letter from a friend to a friend 
introduced to her by none else than her 
husband. To smell something erotic here 
or in the other letters, referred to above, 
on the part of the wife is impossible. And 
to infer adultery from this or even the 
Himangshu affair, put at its highest upon 
the existing evidence is to subvert reason 
and common sense. Even a fudicial per- 
sonage must move with the times only to 
find that the latitude in the relations of 
sexes we see around us today is something 
which would have perhaps shocked our 
grandmothers, and possibly mofter, to 
death. To judge therefore a matter asj 
this of the mid-twentieth century in the 
light of the rigid conventions of the mid 
Victorian era will be to misjudge the 
whole thing. Such a common-sense per- 
spective apart, let it not be forgotten for] 
a moment that a high standard of proof, 
not a mere balance of probability, is re-| 
quired to prove adultery, as held in Bast- 
able V. Bastable (19C8) 1 "WLR 1C84. the 
decirion of the House in Blyth v. Blyth, 
1966 AC 643, notirithstanding, a deri- 
sion which by three ‘voices to two accept- 
ed the standard of balance of probability, 
but only about bars to relief; Condonation, 
connivance and the like, not about 
grounds for relief: adultery and the like, 
as we took pains to point out in Sachin- 
dra Nath Chatteriee v. Smt Nilima Chat- 
terjee, A.F.O.D. No. 399 of 1965. in which 


we rendered judgment on 16-5-19G9 (since 
reported in AIR 1970 Cal 38). And the 
law laid down by the Supreme Court — 
a law which oinds us more than the law 
laid do-wn by the Ho’Jse of Lorris or the 
English Court of Appeal — has uniformly 
been that ev’ery matrimonial 'offencs’ 
must be proved beyond reasonable doubt: 
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Am 1957 SC 176. V/faite v. 'White, Am 
1958 SC 441, Lachman v. Mecna, Am 

1964 SC 40. Mahendra v. SusUla, Am 

1965 SC 3^ These letters, by them- 
eelves. therefore, do not prove as Indeed 
they cannot, that there vras amr Ulidt 
relationship between the writers of the 
letters and the wife nor that the feelings 
were ever reciprocated by the wife as 
was hdd with respect to such letters to 
the wife by the Supieme Court In Chan- 
dra Mohini V. Avinash Prasad, Am 1967 
SC 581. In any event, in the present pro- 
ceedings, they appear ns to be wholly 
irelevant, as it is never and could not 
be the case ol the husband nor hia evi- 
dence that because of the lack of fidelity 
on the part of the wife even If indicated 
by the said letters, the husband kept 
himself away from the wife, became cruel 
to her and also deserted her repudiating 
the bonds of marriage. 

37. As to the dbeovery of the eald 
letters being the immediate cause of the 
desertion by the wife, there Is a serious 
discrepancy about the dates, proclaiming 
the falsity of the cause asserted on behalf 
of the husband. It is said In paragraph 
34 of the written statement, as also In the 
evidence of the husband that the letters 
were discovered towards the end of 1955. 
I^rea assuming that the letters were dis- 
covered In November 1954, as appears 
from paragraph 42 of the written state- 
ment, it is not ^ husband's evidence 
nor was it put to the wife that she left 
the husband's Lake Place bouse act the 
discovery of the said letters. We are, 
therefore, unaole to accept the conten- 
tion of Ghosh that she deserted the 
matrimonial home on account of the dis- 
covery of the letters, and hold that the 
wile left the husband’s place on the 
grounds alleged by het wmch have been 
duly proved by legal testimony. 

38. The last Incident in the matrimo- 
nial life of the parties took place on May 
16, 1955. The facts have been narrated 
6y tfie wile ih ner pcnnbn ana’ have been 
testified to by Dr. Hem Chandra Chou- 
dhury. He narrated that, on the morn- 
ing of the fateful day, be went to the hus- 
band for tnatdncr a final arrangement re- 
garding the wife. On that, b^g highly 
enraged, and taking an umpire stick (a 
stick 3 feet long with a pointed spike at 
the bottom and a folded leather seat at 
the top), the husband dragged Dr. Chou- 
dhiiry to his Keyatala Lane house. The 
husband proceeded there even thou^ he 
was told by Dr. Choudhury that the wife 
and her sister were to appear in RT. exa- 
mination on that 'av. At the dttiog 
room, abutting the road, he demand^ 
the presence of the wife and she and her 
sister came inside the room. Then the 
husband gave her two alternatives: 
one to sue for divorce the other to 


^ve up the Job and to go with her father 
to Mandalay, as would not be allowed 
to live In Calcutta. Both the proposals 
were unacceptable to the wife, as suing 
for divorce would mean a scandal and 
might be an impediment for her aster’s 
marriage, who was slill unmarried, and 
the other proposal was impracticable as 
that wotild leave her without means ol 
livelihoo(i At this (he htisband flew Into 
a rage and struck the wile with the stick. 
The father stood up in protest and as the 
husband tried to strike him with the 
stick, the father raised his hand and re- 
ceived a stroke and thereafter he and the 
dster caxu’ht hold of the stick and there 
was a tu5sl& Then the husband gave 
slaps to the lather and rister and 
her hand also. The mother of the wife 
came into the room and cried aloud and 
the people cl the locality came and for> 
ed down the husband to the chair. There- 
after the father took the daughters to the 
Loretto hotise for examination and the 
husband was taken, as it appears, to the 
TollygunJ Police Station. 

39. Shorn of details, the incident was 
as stated above and in material particu- 
lars has been corroborated by the wife. 
The hixsband's version was that there was 
some altercation in XCeyatala bouse and 
be never struck the wife there and in hb 
written statement, he admitted that the 
discussion was heated, that he asked the 
wife to leave her Job and to live at Man- 
dalay. On the refusal of the offer by the 
wife, be in protest raised his sttek which 
unfortunately touched the father lightly. 
In his evidence, he stated that his offer 
was, either live with the husband as a 
Hindu wile or go to Mandalay. But he 
never asked her to divorce 

49. On a consideration of the evidence 
we have no doubt in our mind that the 
verrion of the mddcait as given by the 
wife and her father is the correct and 
true picture of the events that took place 
there and we reject the veirion of the hus- 
band as untrue. "We also reject the hxis- 
casff otrf jh fob evrahney 

and not In his written statement tot 
he made an offer to the wife to return 
to him and live as a Hindu wife. 
It is obvious that even at this stage, 
the husband failed to m^e any 
gentffne attempt to terminate the deser- 
tion caused by him as has been found by 
us. The arts on the part of the husband 
also constitute the acts of utter cruelty 
and calloiisness and we pball deal with 
the same hereafter. 

4L From the entire course of the 
mattimonial life, U is clear that the htis- 
band. since the early days of married life 
and throughout, was told and Indifferent 
to the wife, and soon he started beating 
her. off and on, as corroborated by the 
father Dr. Chaudhury. we have definite 
evidence of such ascaidts on the vrile. at 
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Jaipur xn August 1947, May 1948 and 
lastly on May 16, lG5o. and we reject the 
-h-usband’s evidence that he never assaidt- 
ed her. It is further in the wife’s evi- 
dence that sexual intercourse on four or 
five occasions the couple had in December 
1947 or January 1948, apart from the fact 
that the marriage held in January 1945 
was not consummated even till Septem- 
ber 1945. The husband lends assurance 
to such evidence by saying towards the 
close of his testimony that he had sexual 
intercoiurse on one or two occasions dur- 
ing the period 1952-1)4, when they were 
living in their Lake Place residence. The 
wife’s evidence also is that, during the 
whole period of their matrimonial life, 
she had always the desire for sexual 
intercourse and on many occasions even 
asked for the husbana's company. The 
htisband however, without reasonable 
cause, refused to have sexual intercourse 
and deprived her of the same. The wife, 
who says too that she had no sexual rela- 
fionship with her husband between De- 
cember 1945 and March 1947, suggested 
sexual debility as the reason, but the 
husband denied that he ever sufiered 
from sexual debility. He charged her in- 
stead with frigidity. The husband’s state- 
ment that he had normal sexual life with 
his wife is unworthy of credence and 
we reject the same as imtrue The wife’s 
testimony on this aspect, as also the con- 
duct of tile husband to her, are amply 
corroborated by her father, to whom she 
confided, off and on, and, at about the 
time, her relations with her husband. 

41-A. Cruelty, as a matrimonial of- 
fence, is to be detemuned by taking into 
accoimt the parlioilar individuals con- 
cerned and the particular circumstances 
of the case, rather tiian by any objective 
standard, as was reiterated in GoUins v. 
GoUins, (1963) 2 AH LK 966. It was fur- 
ther laid down that the cumulative con- 
duct must be sufiicientlv weighty to say 
that from a reasonaole person’s point of 
view, after a consideration of any excuse 
which the respondent may have in the 
(fircumstances, that the conduct Is such 
that the petitioner ought not to be called 
on to endure it and an intention by the 
respondent to injare the other spouse is 
not necessary. In tlie instant case, the 
cumulative conduct of the husband to 
the wife, Hs coldness, apathy and indif- 
ference to her. his assaults on her off and 
on and at his pleasure, his_ refusal to 
have sexual intercourse with her — ^ 
throughout the period of the matrimonial 
life, and without any justifiable and i^- 
Eonable cause and cxoise, caused serious 
and deep impact and injury in her health 
and mind, leadmg her to desperation and 
almost on the verge of mental breakdown. 
In such gloomy and despondent life_ to 
which she was forced to live, she realized 
that her life was frustrated and she was 


destined to such misery and suffering. 
We have it from Dr. Choudhury that the 
wife was mentally and physically broken 
down dining May 1952 to November 1954. 
Any further continuance of this miserable 
existence could reasonably be apprehend- 
ed to cause further and serious injury in 
her health and mind. In this state of 
a ffair s, when there is no cause or excuse 
on the part of the husband for such re- 
prehensible conduct, it is impossible from 
the reasonable man’s pomt of view to call 
upon the wife to endure such treatment 
any longer. In agreement with the leam- 
ed_ Judge, we hold that the wife has esta- 
blished that the husband has been guilty 
of cruelty to Per and she is entitled in law 
to a decree of divorce. 

42. Before passing, a word may be said 
about the refusal of the husband to have 
sexual intercourse with the wife. In 
Sheldon v. Sheldon, 1966 Probate 62, the 
wife was held entitled to the decree for 
divorce when the husband while sleeping 
with the wife had persistently, without 
the least excuse, refused her sexual inter- 
course for six years and her health being 
broken, she coiiid not be asked to endure 
it any longer. In this case also, the wife 
was persistently refused sexual inter- 
course^ without any reasonable excuse, 
ever since the solemnisation of marriage 
and practically throughout the period of 
marital life, causing depression and frus- 
tration in her mind and there was or 
could be no reason for calling her to en- 
dure it further. Even on this solitary 
ground of refusal to have sexual inter- 
course without reasonable excuse, the 
wife, in the circumstance of the case, is 
entitled, in our opmion, to a decree for 
divorce. 

43. The last act of cruelty of the hus- 
band in the incident of May 16, 1955, is 
also grave and serious enough to cause a 
grave apprehension in the mind of every 
reasonable person that it vrill even be 
risky to take any further chance of re- 
conciliation between the husband and the 
wife. The cruelty exhibited by the hus- 
band on that day, the assaults committed 
by him on the wife, her father and sister 
and the threatening and peremptory de- 
mands on the wife in the garb of his 
terms for reconciliation, all indicate the 
high temper of the husband and his fury 
on the "wife. It is therefore obvious that 
it be futile in tlie circumstances to 
maintain the bond of marriage and ask 
tile wife to endure the married life when 
she rfso indicated her firm intention not 
to return to the husband's house and be 
subject to menial and phyrical torture in 
his hand. 

44. In the view we ha-ve taken, in 
agreement with the learned Judge, we 
hold that the wife is entitled to a decree 
for divorce on the ground of cruelty and 
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desertion. The appeal accordingly fails 
and is dismissed, each party, in the cir- 
cumstance faearina its own costs. In this 
appeaL 

45, BUAYESH ftIUKHEBJI, J.t I 


Appeal dismissed. 


AIR 1970 CALCUTTA 282 (V 57 C 55) 
P. BANERJEE, J. 

Subhas Chandra Paul, Petitioner v. 
Univeraty of Calcutta and others. Res- 
pondents. 

Matter No. 160 of 1969. D/- 17-9-1969. 
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First Ordinance (19C6), R, 62 (3) — Rules 
of natural justice require that student 
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ty to cross-exatnine witnesses wbo had 
given evidence against him behind his 
back — Student not given such opportu- 
nity — Student cannot be said to have 
had opportuiuty to defend himself — BcnM 
principle of natural justice is violated in 
such a ease. AIR 1966 SC 875 & AIR 
19S3 SC 375. FolL; AIR 1967 SC 122. DisL; 
AIR 1958 SC 394. Ret — (Constitution of 
India, Art. 228 — Certiorari — Natnrd 
Justice). (Para 5) 

(B) Education — Calcutta University 
First Ordinance (1966). B. 62 (3) •» 
Charge^heet given to delinquent student 
not stating from which bMk he bad 
copied in the examination — Charge-aheet 
cannot be said to be vague for that rea- 
son. AIR 1966 SC 875. FoU. (Para 5) 
Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 

(1967) AIR 1967 SC 122 (V 54) — 

1966 Supp SCR 401. State of 
J amm u and Kashmir v. Bakshi 
Gulam Mohammad 6 

0966) AIR 1966 SC S75 (V 53) 

(1963) 3 SCR 767, Board of High 
School and Intermediate Educa- 
tion U, P. Allahabad v. Baglesh- 
war Prasad 5, $ 

(1963) AIR 1963 SC 375 (V 50) =» 

(1963) 2 SCR 943. State of Mysore 
V. Sivabasappa 6 

a958) AIR 1958 SC 394 (V 45) 

1958 SCR 1287. Saila Bala Dassi 
V. Nlrmala Sundari Dasa 6 

P. K. Mukherjee. for Petitioner; Ranajit 

K, Banerjee, for Respondents. 

ORDER: This Rule is directed against 
an order of cancellation of the examina- 
tion of the petitioner for the year 1968 
and debarring the petitioner from appear- 
ing In the examination of Pt, I and Pt 11 
of B. A. for the year 1969-70. The peti- 
tioner was a student of Surendra Nath 
College affiliated to the Univendty of 
Calcutta. The petitioner sat for the ex- 
amination of B. A. Pt. 1 in the year 1968 
of the Calcutta University and his ex- 


amination Centre was at Tallala High 
S^ool. When the result of the examina- 
tion came out. It apt)eared that against 
his name there was a remark "reported 
against”. By a -letter dated 19th Novem- 
ber. 1968 is^ed by the Secretary Board 
of Discipline, the petitioner was charged 
with breach of discipline at the B. A. 
Part I Examination. 1963 alleging that in 
contravention of the rules of examina- 
tion. the petitioner was found copying 
from books and notes while appearing In 
Bengali. Paper II Examination. The peti- 
tioner was directed to appear before the 
Sub-Committee on 25th November, 1968 
at 1 P. EL The show cause notice which 
was served on the petitioner as annexure 
"A” to the petition is in the following 
terms;— 

SENATE HOUSE 
CALCUTTA 
The 19-11-1968 
CALCUTTA UNIVERSITY 


From:— 

Sri A. C. Banerji, M. 

Secretary, Board of Disdpling, 
Calcutta University. 

To;— 

Sri Subhas Chandra Pal, 

RolL Call Na 3594. 

B. A. Part 1. Examiaatioa. J95$ 


Ee/Sbe is hereby Informed that a mee!- 
ing of the Sub-Conunittee of the Bt^rd 
of Disdpliae, constituted to i^estigate 
the cases of breach of disdpliae at the 
B. A. & B, Sc. Part L Examination, 1068 
will be held in the meeting room of the 
Secretary, Board of Disdpline, Centenary 
Building. 3rd Floor Calcutta University, 
on the 25th November, 1968, at 1 P. M. 
to investigate his/her case regard!^ a 
report against him/her that he/she com- 
mitted breach of disdpline at the B. A. 
Fart L Examination. 1968. 

He/Sbe is hereby directed to appear 
before the said Sub-Committee on the 
date and at the hour and place mentioned 
above and furnish an explanation of 
ItisAier conduct. 

A charge-sheet is annexed herewith. 

If he/she does not appear before tlie 
Sub-Committee as directed, it be 
presux^d that he/she has nothing to say 
to his/her defence and his/her case 
be dedded ex parte without any further 
reference to him/her. 

Sd7- A. a Banerji 
(A. C Banerji) 
Secretary, 

Board of DisdpZIne. - 
Bjcik One copy of Charge-sheet. 

Name. Subhas Chandra PaL 

ItolL Call No. 2594. 

You are hereby charged vdth havtog 
anmnitted breadi of disdpline at tba 
B. A. Part L 1968. 


3M/BN/E889/69/JRM/B 
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PARTICULARS 

1. That in contravention of the rules of 
the Examination you were found copying 
from some book and notes while appear- 
ing in Bengali Paper U. 

Sd/- A. C. Banerii, 
Secretary, 

Board of Discipline, 

Dated, Calcutta the 19th 

November, 1968. 

The petitioner appeared before the Sub- 
Committee and denied the charges level- 
led against him whereupon the members 
of the Board of Sub-Committee put ques- 
tion to the petitioner to which the peti- 
tioner replied. It is alleged by the peti- 
tioner that the relevant answer paper was 
not shown to the petitioner nor the books 
and notes from which the petitioner is 
alleged to have copied were produced 
and/or no one came forward to prove the 
charges. It is alleged after the hearing on 
25th November, 1968 by Sub-Committee, 
no order was communicated to the peti- 
tioner but from circular dated 10th 
December, 1968 issued to the Principals 
of all the Colleges, it appeared that the 
petitioner was debarred from appearing 
in B. A. Part I, Examination to be held 
in 1969 and 1970. It may be stated here 
that the examination for the year 1969 
has already been held and the petitioner 
has already lost his chance of appearing 
in that examination. It is further stated 
by the petitioner as it appears from the 
petition that the enquiry continued^ on 
other dates also and after the examina- 
tion of the petitioner, the Head Master 
of Taltala High School on whose com- 
plaint the charge-sheet was drawn up 
was heard on these allegations. The peti- 
tioner challenged the order and obtained 
the present Rule. The University of 
Calcutta appeared in the matter and filed 
an affidavit supporting their case. It is 
stated in Paragraphs 15 and 16 that the 
petitioner and 47 other candidates took 
recourse to unfair means on 28th May, 
1968 when the examination of Bengali 
Paper II was going on at tlie Taltala High 
School Centre. It is stated that the 
answer scripts of the petitioner along ^th 
those of 47 other examinees were received 
from the Officer-in-charge of Taltala High 
School Centre with the remark "reported 
against.” It is stated that the Head 
Master of the School made a report about 
it on 28th May, 1968 and sent the report 
along with the answer scripts but the re- 
levant letter having been misplaced the 
University asked the Head Master for the 
copy of the same and a copy of the letter 
dated 28th May. 19G8 was sent to the res- 
pondents. On the basis of the said letter 
the proceeding was drawn up. It is 
stated that the petitioner was examined 
by the Sub-Committee on 25th Novem- 
ber. 1968 and the. petitioner was inter- 
rogated upon by the members of the Sub- 


Committee. The report of the Officer-in- 
Charge was shown to the petitioner but 
no e^Ianation was forthcoming from the 
petitioner. Thereafter it is stated that on 
full consideration of the facts the Sub- 
Committee of the Board of Discipline sub- 
mitted a report on 29th November, 1968 
against the petitioner on the cases of 
breach of discipline. The said report was 
co^rmed by the Board of Discipline 
which was ultimately confirmed by the 
Syndicate of the University of Calcutta 
and the petitioner was debarred from ap- 
pearing in the examination B. A. Part I 
& n for the year 1969 and 1970. 

2. On behalf of the Sub-Committee a 
joint affidavit by Sm. Mira Dutta Gupta, 
Sri Kiron Chandra Choudhury and Sri 
Paresh Chandra Bhattacharyya was filed. 
In paragraph 6, it is stated that on 25th 
November, 1968 the petitioner appeared 
before the Sub-Committee and the peti- 
tioner was interrogated by them. It is 
fmther stated that petitioner was sho%vn 
the report of the Presiding Officer of 
Taltala High School and it explained the 
contents of the charge. The petitioner 
denied the said charges and further stated 
that there was no disturbance in the ex~ 
ar^ation HalL In paragraph 7 of the 
said affidavit it is stated as follows: — 

"That on 27th November, 1968, we 
called for the Head Master, Taltala High 
School, who was the Presiding Officer of 
the said Examination Centre. One M. R. 
Dey, who was an assistant teacher of the 
Taltala High School and acting as a 
Supervisor during examination at the 
Taltala High School Centre met us with 
a forv'arding letter dated 27th Novem- 
ber 1968 from the Head Master, while we 
were holding a meeting of the Sub-Com- 
mittee as will appear from a cony of the 
said letter hereto annexed and marked 
"A”. The said LL R. Dey explained to 
us the circumstances in which the peti- 
tioner and 47 other candidates took re- 
course to unfair means in the said ex- 
amination Centre and copied from the 
notes and books.” 

On the basis of the said affidawt it is 
stated by the University that the order is 
valid and there was no denial of the 
principles of natural justice. 

3. Mr. P. K. Mukherjee appearing for 
the petitioner contended that the pro- 
ceeding is, on the face of it, v.dthout 
jurisdiction as the charges are vague and 
cannot be sustained and as such the peti- 
tioner could not make any proper re- 
presentation to the said ch.arge. Second- 
ly the report on which the charge was 
based was never shown to the petitioner 
and thirdly witnesses v.’ore examined and 
the report of persons was con.sidercd 
•without ghing the opportunilv to the 
petitioner to test the c-'iddenco taken 
behind beck of the petitioner by cross-ex- 
amining them. 
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4. Mr. Ranjit K. Banerjee for the res- 
pondent however, contended that the 
University has given all opportunities to 
the petitioner as is envisaged under R. 62 
and sub-rule (3) of the fir^ Ordinance of 
the University of Calcutta and as such 
there was no violation of the principle of 
natiiral justice as stated. 

5. The Rule 62 (3) of Calcutta Univer- 
sity First Ordinance and sub-rules (4), (5) 
and (6) run as follows;— 

(3) "On recdpt of reports of cause of 
breaches of discipline the Secretary of the 
Board sha ll inform the student concern- 
ed of the charges against him and ask him 
to appear before the Board or the Sub- 
Cominittee appointed for the purpose as 
mentioned in CL 5 below, and furiurti an 
exph^tion verbally or In writing, vnth 
regard to the charge made against him. 

student shall aim be informed that in 
case he fails to appear before the Board 
or the Sub-Committee mentioned above, 
and explain ^ conduct on the date fixed 
for the purpose, his case may be decided 
ex parte without further reference to 
him- 

(41 If the board or the Sub-Committee 
holds that the charges referred to In 
Clause (3) have been proved It may re- 
commend cancellation of the examination 
of the candidate concemed. or his debar- 
ment from appearing at a Unlvertity Ex- 
amination for such period as it may deem 
fit. or both. 

(5) Decisions of the Sub-Committee 
appointed by the Board for the purpose 
eh^ be subject to confirmation by the 
Board of Dlsdpline, and the proceedings 
of the Board shall be placed before the 
Syndicate for confirmation; 

Provided that the Board may appoint 
one or more sub-committees, each com- 
mittee shall consist of not more than five 
members of whom not more than three 
members shall be nominated by the 
Vice-Chancellor who may not be members 
of the Board of Dlsdpline. The eub-com- 
mittees will consider any matter parti- 
cularly involving breaches of disdpline re- 
ferred to in (2) and (3). 

(6) Deddons of the Board of Disd- 
pliiie shall be subject to confirmation by 
the Syndicate.” 

The nde envisages that on receipt of the 
reports the Secretary to the Board shall 
inform the student concemed about the 
charges levelled against him and ask him 
to appear before the Board or Sub-Com- 
mittee for the purpose. The student 
being so charged has a right to furnish 
the explanation verbally or In writing. 
In case of non-appearance, his case may 
be dedded ex parte. After bearing the 
student the sub-committee may recom- 
mend cancellation of the examination or 
his debarment from appearing In the 
University examination for such period as 


it may deem fit, or both. The deddon 
of the sub-committee is subject to con- 
fimia tion by the Board of Disdpline and 
thereafter ^ the Syndicate, It is for the 
consideration of the Court what is the 
nature of the enquiry envisaged in R. 62 
(3) of the Calcutta University First Ordi- 
nance 1966. It is not disputed before me 
that in coming to the finding of the guilty 
of the petitioner, it is incumbent on the 
iKut of toe sub-committee to follow the 
prindples of natural justice and Mr. 
Banerjee on behalf of the University con- 
tended toat they have followed the said 
principle inasmuch as they have given the 
charge-sheet to toe petitioners and heard 
toem in defence. That is what Is exactly 
needed, in the submission of Mr. Baner- 
jee. under the statutory provision made 
under Rule 62 (3) of toe said rules. In 
support of his contention Mr, Banerjee 
relied on the case reported in AIR 1966 SC 
875 at p. 878. The Supreme Court held as 
follows;— 

"In dealing vdth petitions of this type. 
It is necessary to bear In mind that educa- 
tional institutions like the Univerrtties or 
appellant No. 1 set up Enquiry Com- 
mittees to deal with toe problem posed by 
toe adoption of unfair means by candi- 
dates. and normally it is within the juris- 
diction of such domestic Tribunals to 
dedde all relevant questions in the light 
of the evidence adduced before them. In 
toe matter of the adoption of imfair 
means, direct evidence may sometimes be 
available, but cases may arise where 
direct evidence is not available and the 
question will have to be considered in the 
light of probabilities and rirf- urngtantinT 
widence. This problem which educa- 
tion^ institutions have to face from time 
to time is a serious problem and unless 
there Is justification to do so. Courts should 
be slow to Interfere with the decisions of 
domestic Tribunals appointed by educa- 
tional bodies like the Universities. In 
dealing with the validity of toe Imptrgned 
orders j^issed by Universfiy tinder Ar^ 
de 226, toe High Court Is not aittiiig in 
ar>neal over the dedsion In question. Its 
jurisdiction is limited and toough It is true 
that if toe Impugned order is not suppor- 
ed by any evidence at alL the TTijih Court 
would be justified to quash that order. 
But the conclusion toat toe impugned 
order is not supported by any evidence 
must be reached after considering toe ques- 
tion as to whether probabilities and dr- 
cumslantial evidence do not justify the said 
condusion. Enquiry held by domestic tri- 
bunals in such cases must, no doubt, be 
fair and students against whom charges 
are framed must be given adequate op- 
portunities to defend themselves, and in 
holding sudi enquiries, the Tribunals must 
scrupulously follow rides of natural jus- 
tice; but it would, we think, not be rea- 
sonable to Import into these enqifirles all 
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conaderations which, govern crimioal 
trials in ordinary Courts of law/' 

Therefore, the Supreme Court has held 
that in the enquiry held by the domestic 
Tribtmals the students against whom 
^ the charges are framed must be given an 
adequate opportunity to defend them- 
selves and in holding such enquiries the 
Tribunals must scrupulously foUow the 
principle of natural justice. We are now 
to see whether that has been followed in 
the present case. In my opinion, on con- 
sideration of the records of the case, and 
the afBdavits filed, it is quite dear to me 
that there was clear violation of the prin- 
ciples of natural justice. It appears that 
the report of the Kaquiry Officer was con- 
sidered by the sub-committee. The Ex- 
amination of the Head Master and one 
Mr. M. N. Koy was heard behind the back 
of the petitioners and the petitioners were 
not given any opportuniiy of testing their 
evidence by cross-examination of those 
witnesses. It is stated in the joint affidavit 
filed by Mrs. Mira Dutta Gupta, Sri Kiron 
Chandra Choudhiury and Paresh Chandra 
Bhattadiaryya that the Head Master and 
one M. R. Dey were examined on 27th 
November, 1968 and it is nowhere stated 
that these gentlemen were produced for 
cross-examination by the petitioners. It 
I appears to me that it cannot be said in 
the circumstances of the case that the 
petitioner had opportxinity to defend him- 
self . It is now well settled that the rules 
of natural justice require that if any evi- 
dence or statement is considered against 
the petitioner, the petitioner must be given 
the opportuniiy of cross- exami nm g the 
person who made the statement against 
the petitioner behind his back. This prin- 
ciple has been held by the Supreme Court 
^in AIR 1963 SC' 375 at p. 378 as follows;— 

"The person against whom a charge Is 
made should know the evidence_ which is 
given against him, so that he might be m 
a position to give his explanation. When 
the evidence is or^ normally the ex- 
amination of the witness will in its en- 
tirety take place before the party charge- 
ed, who will have full opportumty of 
cross-examining him. The position Is the 
same when a witness is caUed, the state- 
ment given previously by him behind the 
bade of the party is put to him, and ad- 
mitted in evidence a copy thereof is given 
to the party, and he is given an opportuni- 
ty to cross-examine him.. ...In our opmion 
tliey are sufficiently complied with when 
previous statements given by witnesses 
are read over to them, marked on their 
admission, copies thereof given to the per- 
son charged, and he is given an oppor- 
tunity to cross-examine them." 

If that is tile position in law, it cannot be 
doubted in the facts of the present case, 
tliat the prindple of natural justice has 
not followed. In so far as the charge- 


sbeet is concerned, I am however, of the 
opinion that there is nothing wrong in the 
^arge-sheet and the charge-sheet cannot 
be said to be vague because it is not stated 
from which book the petitioner copied. In 
the Supreme Court decision reported in 
AIR 1966 SC 875, it is stated in page 878, 
as quoted above that in cases of adoption 
of ui^air means by the candidates, the 
question will have to be considered in the 
light of probabilities and circumstantial 
evidence. In that view of the matter it 
cannot be said that the charge-sheet is 
vague as alleged. 

6. Mr. Banerjee on behalf of the res- 
pondent relied on the decisions, AIR 1967 
SC 122 and AIR 1958 SC 394. It is argu- 
ed by Mr. Banerjee that they have follow- 
ed the statute itself and therefore, there 
cannot be any violation of the principles 
of natural justice. In my opinion the first 
case arose out of Commission of Enquiries 
Act of 1952 and the second in the Assam 
Excise Act and not a matter concerning 
the University students. The case report- 
ed in AIR 1966 SC 875 is a case regarding 
a student who had taken an unfair means 
in the examination hall and applies on all 
force in this case. In my opinion it must 
be held that in the matter like this the 
principle of natural justice shoifid be 
scrupulously followed, 

7. In that view of the matter this rule 
must be made absolute and the order of 
debarring the petitioner from appearing in 
the B. A Part I examination for the years 
1969 and 1970 must be quashed. I have 
no doubt in my mind that the allegations 
made against the petitioner are quite 
serious and has, in fact, of late grown as 
a serious problem in the field of educa- 
tion and must be stamped out. But in the 
facts of this case the impugned order can- 
not be sustained and it murt be set aside. 
Liberty is given to the respondents to 
proceed again in accordance with law, on 
the basis of the charge-sheet issued against 
the petitioner if they are so minded. It 
is for the Respondents to consider whe- 
ther they vdll proceed again, in view of 
the fact that the petitioner has already 
lost one year. 

8. The Rule Is therefore, made abso- 
lute. A writ in the nature of certiorari 
and mandamus be issued accordingly. 
There will be no order as to costs 

Petition allowed. 


Am 1970 CALCUTTA 28a (V 57 C 5G) 
S. K DATTA J. 

Aswini Kumar Dey and another, Ap- 
pellants V. Sm. Angur Bala Kundu and 
others. Respondents 
A F. A D. No. 1910 of 1961, D/- 7-3- 
1969. 
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of her said jama, which was recorded in 
Khatian No. 1114 Dag No. 2062 as korfa 
imder Section 48-C (c) and (d) of the 
Bengal Tenancy Act, 1885 with non-eject- 
able right _ The record-of-right of Khatian 
. No. 1114 is Exhibit 2 and the area was 
incorrectly recorded as .06 decimals in 
place of 2 cottahs. 

(d) After Harimati’s death, the defen- 
dant No. 2 as her son and heir inherited 
the jama under the said kabuliyat but 
though he had no transferable interest, he 
sold his interest in the said land to defen- 
dant No. 1. Such illegal sale without 
arrangement for payment of rent tanta- 
mounted to abandonment and relinquish- 
ment of the holding. 

(e) The plaintifis are the executors to 
the will of late Subodh Chandra Kundu 
who died prior to 1938 and they along 
with pro forma defendants Nos. 3 and 4 
are the legatees under the will 

ff) The plaintiffs on the above allega- 
tions instituted Title Suit No. 281 of 1959 
in the Eirst Court of the Munsif at 
Howrah, claiming khas possession of the 
.06 decimals land comprised in Dag 
No. 2062 Khatian No. 1114, on declaration 
of abandonment and relinquishment of the 
tenancy of Harimati and on eviction of 
the defendants Nos. 1 and 2 therefrom, 
and on further dedaiation that title of 
ithe plaintife had not been affected by the 
West Bengal Estates Acquisition Act, 1954 
Temporary injimction restraining the said 
defendants from building any pucca 
structure on the suit land and mandatory 
iniunction directing removal of all the 
structures therefrom were also prayed 
for. 


BepgaMor Khatian No. 1113 for year 1366 
S., Exhibit 5, as also the probate to the 
of Subodh Chandra Kundu (Ejchibit 
4) were exhibited on behalf of the plain- 
Pfe. On behalf of the defendant No. 1, 
tte following documents were exhibited — 
^ kabala from the defendant No. 2 dated 
June 15, 1959 (Exht. B), Rent Receipts 
^ed by the State of West Bengal for 
^atian No. 1114 for years 1363, 1364, 
1365 and 1366 B. S. Exhibits A, A (1), 
A (2) and A (3) respectively. 


5. The learned Munsif by his judg- 
ment dated August 29, 1960, dismissed 
me suit on contest with costs against the 
defendant No. 1 and without costs against 
the defendant No. 2. 


6. Against the said judgment and 
decree the plaintiffs preferred an appeal 
being Title Appeal No. 390 of 1960. The 
appeal was heard by the learned Sub- 
ordinate Judge, Third Court, Howrah, 
who by his judgment and decree dated 
March 24, 1961, dismissed the appeal with 
costs. 


7. The plaintiffs have preferred tins 
second appeal against the said decision- 


8. At the hearing, Mr. Manomohan 
Mukherjee appearing for the respondent 
conceded that the suit land is governed 
by the provisions of the Bengal Tenancy 
Act. 1885, as contended by Mr. Syama 
Charan Mitter, the learned Advocate for 
the appellants, relying on the decision in 
Babu Ram Roy v. Mahendra Nath. (1904) 
8 Cal WN 454, and followed in Kinuram 
Sadhukhan v. Hazi Md. Yusuf, (1959) 63 
Cal WN 939, the head lessee being an 
occupancy raiyat 


3. The suit was contested by the defen- 
dant No. 1 who denied the material allega- 
tions in the plaint. She contended that 
Harimati was a non-ejectable tenant, tliat 
the lands of .06 decimals would be near 
about 2 cottahs in local measurement, and 
also that the record-of-right in respect of 
Elhatian No. 1114 was correct. It was 
further contended that the plaintiffs’ title 
had vested in the State under the Estates 
Acquisition Act. 1953, and the suit was 
not maintainable by the plaintiffs. More, 
the defendant No. 2 has transferable in- 
terest which was duly acquired by the 
defendant No. 1 by a registered conveyance 
dated June 15, 1959 and she was not 
liable to eviction. 

4. At the hearing of the suit, the par- 
ties adduced ewdence, oral and docu- 
'toentary. Apart from the exhibits refer- 
red to above, the plaintiffs filed a cert- 
fied copy of Form 'B’ (Exhibit 1) showing 
the area to be retained by them, and the 
suit land was included in the said return, 
which, it appears, was filed on August 31. 
1959. while the suit w'as filed on August 
8. 1959. The Dakhilas. one for 1360 B. S. 
issued by Hemangini. Exhibit 5 (a), and 
the other issued by the State of West 


9. Mr. Mitter, at the time of hearing 
again, did not raise any dispute as to the 
area of the tenancy, which he conceded, 
comprised of .06 decimals of land. His 
contention, however, is that under the 
provisions of the Bengal Tenancy Act, 
1885. the holding of the under-raiyat is 
heritable but is not transferable except 
with the consent of the landlord. The 
holding of Harimati on her death devolv- 
ed on her heir the defendant No. 2 ■who 
became the under-raiyat with the same 
incidents of the tenancy. His sale of the 
holding to the defendant No. 1 without 
the consent of his landlords, was in con- 
■travention of the pro'vdsions of- Sec. 48-F 
of the Bengal Tenancy Act. 1885. Accord- 
ingly the defendant No. 1 did not acquire 
any title to the suit land, while bv the 
sale by the under raiyat defendant No. 2, 
■without malting any pro'risions for pay- 
ment of rent, ho must be deemed to have 
v'oluntarib’- abandoned the -holding, as 
pro'^’ided in Sea 87 of the Bengal Ten- 
ancy Act, 1885. and the landlords are 
accordingly entitled to khas possestion 
of the suit lands. In support Mr. Mitter 
relied on the ■principles in ded.tion.s in 
Dayamoyi v. Ananda Mohan, ILR 42 Cal 
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172- (AIR 1915 Cal 242) (FB), and la- 
juddin Sheikh v. Umedali Meah, (1936) 
64 Cal I«J 58. In view of the said ded- 
sions, Mr. Mitter cont^ded that his 
dients are entitled to possession of the 
suit l^d on eviction of the defendants 
therefrom. 

10. This brings us to the crux of fte 
oue^on at issue between the parties. 
Mr. Mukherjee has, with great em phasi s, 
contended that the plaintiffs Interest In 
the suit land as a raiyat vested In the 
State of West Bengd ^th effect from 
Asnil 10. 1955, when provisions of Chap- 
ter VI came in force on the basis of De- 
partment of Land and Land Revenue 
Notification No. 6804 L. Rel dated April 
9. 1956. The plaintiffs having ceased to 
have any further interest in the suit land 
with effect from that date, in absence of 
any right on their part to retain sudi 
land in terms of the provisions of Sec- 
tion 6(1) (b) as amended by West Bengal 
Act IX of 1961, it was intended that the 
plaintiffs had, at the material time, no 
right to institute the sxiit, which accord- 
ingly must be held as not maintainable;. 

IL Mr. Mitter has contended that by 
the West Bengal Estates Acquisition 
(Amendment) Act, 1961, (West Bengal 
Act IX of 1961) (hereinafter referred to 
as Act DC of 1961), the vested i^ht whi^ 

Is sought to be enforced in a pending 
litigation. In absence of express provition 
or clear intendment, can never be deemed 
to have been taken away. Accordingly 
his clients' vested rights in respect of the 
«uit land which were retained by them 
(ride Ext 1). were unaffected by the 
Act IX of 1961. 

12. It Is necessary, for a proper ap- 
preciation of the porition, to look Into 
relevant provisions of the Act Sec. 6(1) 
of the West Bengal Estates AcqulsiUoa 
Act 1953 provides as follows 

X X X X X 

"Section 6. Right of Intermediary to 
retain certain lands.— 

\Vj' anytilunr cumhax- 

ed in Secs. 4 and 5, an intermediary shall, 
except in the cases mentioned in the pro- 
viso to sub-sec. (2) but subject to the 
other provisions of that sub-section, be 
entitled to retain with. effect from the 
date of vesting- 

fa) - 

(b) lands comprised in or appertaining 
to buildings and structures whether 
erected by the intermediary or not.” 

13. By Act IX of 1961. wltich came In 
force on 24th April, 196L it was provided 
in Sec. 4 as follows: — 

"Sec. 4. In Section 6 of the said Act, 
(Le. West Bengal Estates Acqifisition 
1933.) 

(1) in Bub-sectlon (1) 

(2) in clause (b). for the words "whe- 
ther erected by the intermediary or not”, 
the words "owned by the intermediary - 
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or by any person, not being a tenant 
holding under him by leave or license” 
shall be, and shall be deemed always to 
have be^ substituted.” 

14. It has not been disputed that if v 
the above provirions of the Act IX of ^ 
1961 applied with retrospective effect 
thus taidng away tl^ vest^ right of the 
plaintiffs to retain the suit laiid under 
the amended proririons of Sec. 6(1) (b) 
of the West Bengal litates Acqxurition 
Act. 1953, (West Bengal Act I of 1954), 
(hereinafter referred to as Act I of 1954), 
the plaintiffs' would not have any right 
to khas possession of the suit land, and 
the suit must accordingly be held as not 
maintainable;. The contention of the 
defendant No. 1 has been that the plain- 
tiffs having no right to retain the suit 
land wherein admittedly there are struc- 
tures on the basis of the lease, the land- 
lords* inter^ without right of retention 
of the suit land vested in the State on 
April 10. 1956 and as a consequence she 
became a raiyat under the State of West 
Bengal, at the same jama and has been 
paying rent as such raiyat to the State 
(vide Exhibits A to A(3)). 

15. The relevant dates are as follows 

June 15. 1959 — Kobala by Defendant 

No. 2 to Defendant No. L 

Augtist 8, 1959 — Suit instituted. 

August 31. 1959 — *3’ form filed. 

August 29, 1960 — Dedsfon of the TWal 
Court 

March 24. 1961 — Decision of the lower 
appellate Cotut 

April 24, 1961 — Act IX of 1961 pro- 
mulgated, 

July 14, 1961 — Second Appeal Sled. 

18. Elaborating his arguments Mr. 
Mitter contended that at the time the 
suit was instituted, the had the 

right to retain the suit land and the same 
wa^ to effect legally retained by the 
plaintiffs by filing the ’B’ form shortly 
alter institution of the suit By amend- 
ment of a statute which came to force 
ranch Jaffix- evm? After Ai'dGsem# nf 
the lower appellate Court, his clients' 
right to a pending action could not be 
affected, llr. btitter to support relied 
ro ^larwell on the Interpretation of 
Stotutes (11th Edition) at page 212 
where it Is stated to r^pect of pending 
actions as follows: 

"In general, when the law fs altered 
during the pendency of an action, the 
rights of the parties are dedded accerd- 
ing_ to the law as it existed when the 
action was begun, unless the new statute 
ahows a clear totentiOT to vary such 
rights”. 


At page 213 Ibid, the eminent author 
adds that whenever the Intention is dear 
that the Act should have a re t rospective 
ope ration, it must unquestionably be so 
oous trued, even though the consequences 
may appear tmjust and bard. 
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^ 17. _ Mr. letter referred to the ded- 
don in Kumar Pimyendra Narain v, 
Kumar Jogendra Narmn, 64 Cal LJ 212 
= (AIR 1936 Ce 593) where it was held 
that retrospectivity is never presumed 
and a law ^ regarded as retrospective 
only where it is so ^ egress enactnient 
or it is a necessary implication from the 
language employed by the Legislature, 
the presumption always being against 
taking of vested rights. It was further 
held that where the law is altered during 
the pendency of an action, the rights of 
the parties are decided according to the 
law as it existed when the action was 
begim unless the new Act shows a dear 
intention . , to vary such rights, vide 
Jnanendra v, Sarada, AIR 1931 Cal 25, 
Brojendra v. Sushil, 39 Cal ]WN 1213==; 
(AIR 1936 Cal 334). 

18. Mr. Iditter also strongly relied on 
the following observations of Sulaiman J. 
in the decision in United Provinces V, 
Atiqua Begum, AIR 1941 PC 16 (37); 

"Undoubtedly, ah Act may in its ope- 
ration be retrospective, and yet the ex- 
tent of its retrospective character need 
not extend so far as to affect pending 
suits. Courts have xmdoubtedly leaned 
very strongly against applying a new: 
Act to a pending action, when the langu- 
age of the statute does not compel them 
to do so. It is a well recognized rule 
that statutes should, as far as possible, 
be so interpreted, as not to affect vested 
rights adversely, particularly when they 
are being litigated. When a statute de-! 
prives a person of his right to sue or 
affects the power or jvuisdiction of a 
Court in enforcing the law as it stands, 
its retrospective character must be clear- 
ly expressed. Ambiguities in it should 
not be removed by Courts; nor _ gaps 
filled up in order to widen its applicabi- 
lity. It is a well established principle that 
such statutes must be construed strictly, 
and not given a liberal interpretation,” 

19. Mr. Mitter further relied on. 
Manicklall Dutt v. S. Dabiruddin Ahmed, 
AIR 1951 Cal 236, where P. B. Mukhaiji, 

J. held that whenever a statute affects 
pending proceedings, a strict construction 
is to be adopted bearing in mind the 
principle of presumption _ that a pending 
proceeding is not ordinarily to be affect- 
ed, as a pending action relates to vested 
rights which will not ordinarily be allow- 
ed to be affected except by riear_ words 
or by the most necessary implication. 
When, again, it is affected by a statute, 
the statute must be confined to the limits 
that it has iteelf laid dowm and the pend- 
ing proceeding will only be affected to 
the precise extent and precise limits 
prescribed by the statute and no more, 

20. In the case of Puran Chand v. Md. 
Latif. AIR 1953 Cal 566, Bose J. (as his 
Lord^p then was) restated the well- 
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settled prindple of construction of statu- 
tes that very clear language should be 
used to make the retrospective effect 
apphcable to proceedings commenced 
before the passing of a statute. Further, 
If the_ legislation purports to affect rights 
of action, then it would only apply to 
a^ons commenced before the passing of 
the Act, if any intention to that effect 
^ be gathered from the language of the 
Act Itself. 

_ 2L Relying on the aforesaid decisions, 
Mr. Mitter contended that the pending 
proceedings in absence of express provi- 
sions were not affected by Act IX of 1961 
and his clients are entitled to possession 
of the suit land on eviction of the defen- 
dant No. 1 therefrom. 

22. Mr. Manomohan Mukherjee relied 
on the decision in Haji Sk. Subhan v, 
Madhorao, AIR 1962 SC 1230, where a 
decree for possession obtained by the 
landlord in Nagpur High Court was 
foimd inexecutable on the coming in 
force of the Madhya Pradesh Abolition 
of Proprietary Rights (Estates, Mahals, 
Alienated Lands) Act, 1954 (M.P. Act 1 of 
1954), between the closure of arguments 
in the appeal in High Court anci the deli- 
very of judgment but not however 
brought to the notice of the High Court 
^ 23. The ratio decidendi of all the deci- 
rions on the issue is that the language 
of the statute must be such as to compel 
the Court by express provisions or neces- 
sary implication to apply the new Act, 
affecting vested rights in pending suits 
as was held in AIR 1941 FC 16 (supra), 
in Mt. Rafiquennessa v. Lai Briiadur, 
AIR 1964 SC 1511, it was held that the 
legislature is imdoubtedly competent to 
take away vested rights by means of 
retrospective legislation. Unless a clear 
and unambiguous intenffon, however, is 
indic;ated by the legislature by suitable 
express words in that behalf, no provi- 
sion of a statute should be given retrospec- 
tive operation if by such operation vested 
rights are likely to be affected. Further, 
retrospective operation of a statutory 
provision can be inferred even in cases 
where such retrospective operation ap- 
pears to be clearly implicit in the provi- 
sion construed in the context it occurs. 

In this case the appellant obtained a 
decree for possession against lessee and 
while the appeal was pending in the 
lower appellate Court the Assam Non- 
Agricultural Urban Areas Tenancy Act 
1955 came into force, providing protec- 
tion for tenants where permanent struc- 
tures were built within 5 years of ten- 
ancy. It w’as held that the very scheme 
of S. 5 (1) fa) of the said Act prohibiting 
eviction of tenant, postulates the exten- 
sion of its protection to constructions 
already made and inevitably the section 
comes into play at the appellate stages, 
provided that the appeal which is a con- 
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tintiation of the suit. Is pending 'when the 
Act came into force. 

iA, Following the above principle fa 
Sree Bank Ltd. v. Sarkar Butt Roy & Co., 
AIR 1966 SC 1953. it was held that Seo- 
tlon 45-0 of the Banking Companies Act 
1949. inserted by the Banking Companies 
(Amendment) Act 1953 (Act 52 of 1953), 
had a retrospective operation. According- 
ly its provisions are applicable to suits or 
applications by a banl^g company in 
respect of causes of action of the sitit or 
an application about which suits could be 
instituted or applications made on the 
date of the presentation of the winding 
up petitions before the commencement of 
the Amendment Act of 1953, even thou^ 
[the specified period of limitation for 
jsuch action had expired before the en- 
Iforcement of the Amendment Act It 
jwas further held that: "it Is not neces- 
Isary for the retrospective operation of 
(the provisions of the Act that it must be 
jstat^ that its providons would be deem- 
led to have always existed. That is one 
Imode and may be an effective mode ot 
(providing that the prcrvisiona would have 
{retrospective effect Retrospective effect 
lof an enadanent can also be gathered 
from its language and the object and 
'intent ot the legislature In enacting it** 

2Sr The Amendment Act 9 of 1961 In 
Its Section 4(1) (a) provides that provi- 
slona therein "shall be, and shall be 
deemed always to have been, substituted” 
in Sec. 6(1) of the West Bengal Act I of 
1954. This is a clear expression ^thout 
any ambiguity of the retrospective cha- 
racter of the amending statute by Incor- 
poration of the words "owned by the 
intermediary or by any person not being 
a tenant, holding under him by leave or 
license" in substitution of the words 
"whether erected by the intermediary or 
not” in the said section- Belying on the 
stioresald dedaons. it miist be held that 
sudi substitution is to be deemed to exist 
in the Act always, thus, on the date the 
releva.*3f prorisions came into lorce, that 
is. on April 10. 1956. When on August A 
1959. the suit is filed and on August 31, 
1959. the land is purported to be retained, 
the plaintiffs bad no right to retain the 
suit land and thus had no subsisting 
interest in the suit land in absence of any 
scope lor retention thereof by them. 

26. In view of the clearest expresdon 
about the retrospective application of 
relevant provirfon in the Act IX of 1961 
and of the provisions of retention in Sec- 
tion 6(1) (b) of the West Bengal Act I 
of 1954 as amended by Act IX of 1961, 
the plaintiffs clearly were not entitled to 
retain the suit land and their right, title 
and interest therein Irrevocably 
vested in the State on April 10, 1956. TWt- 
wlthstanthng the pendency of the sint 
which fs also to be deemed as pending 
tboiigh at the appellate stage. It xn^ be 


kept in mind that the plaintiffs or their 
predecessor-in-interest Subodh had not 
been in khas possession of the suit land 
since January 5, 1937. 

27. The West Bengal Act I of 1954 
was promulgated for effecting far-reach- 
ing reforms in land law and for protect- 
ir^ the raiyats and under raiyats in pos- 
sesion of l^ds. It may as well be con- 
tended that retrospective effect of an 
enactment can also be gathered from Its 
language and the object and intent of the 
le^lature in enacting it. The statutes 
amending the provisions of said Act and 
furthering its cause as also the interest 
of such raiyats and under raiyate^ should, 
even in absence of express provision, on 
the principle enunciated in AIR 1964 SC 
1511 (supra), be allowed to operate re- 
trospectively although by such operation 
it deprive some person or persons of 
a vested right. This question however 
does not call for further determination 
In this appeal, as. as already -s indicated, 
there are express provisions In the Act 
DC of 1961 making its application in res- 
pect of Sec. 6(1) (b) of Act I of 195^ re- 
trospective without any ambiguity. 

28. I am. therefore, of opinion that 
the plaintiff^ in absence of any right of 
retention of the suit land, had no eubdst- 
log interest in the suit land when the 
sttit was instituted, the interest In the 
ettit land having Inevocably vest^ on 
April 10. 1956. Accordingly the suit filed 
by the plaintiffs is not maintainable in 
law and the courts below committed no 
error in di<TnL««iTig the sifit 

29. As the contentions on behalf of the 
appellants fail, it is ordered that the 
appeal be and the same is hereby dismiss- 
ed. parties however bearing their own 
costs in this Court 

30. Leave xmder dause 15 of the 
Iietteis Patent is asked for and is granted. 

Appeal dismissed. 


aiB 1970 CALCUTTA Z90 (V S7 C 57) 
TL K. MITRA, J. 

B. M. Chatterjee, Accused-Petitioner y. 
The State of West Bengal and another. 
Opposite Parties. 

Criminal Revn. Case Ko. 259 of 1968, 
B/. 28-3-1969. 

(A) Employees* State losoraace Act 
(1948), Ss. 85 and 2(17) — Director of a 
limited company is a 'owner* and there- 
fore the 'principal employer* within mean- 
ing of S. 2(17) — If there bo several per- 
sons in the position of Directors, all are 
liable for contravention of provisions of 
Act and Employees’ State Insurance 
(General) Regulations (1950). (Para 7) 

(B) Employees’ State Insurance (Ge- 
neral) Begulations (1950), Il<g. 26 (c) — • 
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Return in respect of termination of con- 
tribution period — Even, if there is no 
termination of contribution in respect of 
any workman, return must be submitted 
to indicate clearly whether there has been 
any termination of contribution or not 
!— In appropriate cases there may be a 
nil return — For not submitting such 
return on the ground that there has been 
no termination of contribution an offence 
is committed in technical sense — (Em- 
ployees’ State Insurance Act (1948), 
S. 85(a) ). (Para 8) 

Biren Mitra and Narayan Ranjan 
Mukherjee, for Petitioner; Mrs. Uma 
Banerjee, for the State; P. EL Ghose, for 
the Complainant. 

ORDER: — This is a Rule directed 
against the order passed by a Presidency 
Magistrate convicting the petitioner 
under Sec. 85(a) read with Sea 73-A of 
the Employees’ State Insurance Act (Act 
34 of 1948) and also under Sea 85(g) read 
with Sea 73-E of the said Act and also 
under Sea 85 (g) read with Regulation 26 
of the Employees’ State Insurance (Gen^ 
ral) Regulation, 1950. The petitioner is 
sentenced to pay a fine of Rs. 30/- on 
each of the three counts of charge and in 
default to suffer a simple imprisonment 
for one week. 

2. The prosecution case is that the 
petitioner is a Director of M/s. Bengal 
Steam Lavmdry Private Ltd. having its 
factory at 42C, Richi Road, Calcutta bear- 
ing a Code No. 41/3882. The principal 
employer of a factory is required to 
make special contribution in terms of the 
provision of Section 73-A of the Emplo- 
yees’ State Insurance Act read with a 
Government Notification No. SS 121(60) 
dated 6-2-52 %vithin 30 days of the ex- 
piry of a quarter and also to submit 
return in form (SC 2) under Sea 73-E 
of the said Act read with notification No. 
RS-9/52B dated 16-2-52 within 45 days 
of the expiry of each quarter and further 
required to submit contribution cards 
within 42 days of the expiry of each con- 
tribution period under regulation 26 of 
the E.S.I. (General) Regulation, 1950. A 
complaint had been filed rmder Sea 86 
of the State Insurance Act and the peti- 
tioner was punished in the Court of the 
Presidency Magistrate xmder Secs. 85(a) 
and 85(g) of the Act. 

3. It is not challenged that the peti- 
tioner is one of the Directors of M/s._ Ben- 
gal Steam Laundry. But the contention of 
the petitioner is that Sri B. Roy Chou- 
dhury. another Director, used to look 
after the management of the concern 
and, therefore, he is not liable for con- 
travention of the provisions of the State 
Insurance Act. 

4. The complaint had been filed 
against the petitioner as well as against 
Sri B. Roy Choudhury, the Director-m- 
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charge and both of them had been con- 
victed as being the principal employer. 

5. Sec. 85 of the Act renders any per- 
son punishable for contravention of the 
provirions of the Act. The prosecution 
in this case had been started against two 
Directors. 

6. The word "principal employer” is 
defined in Sea 2 (17) of the Act’ which 
runs as follows: 

"In a factory, the owner or occupier of 
the factory and includes the Managing 
Agent of such owner or occupier, the 
legal representative of a deceased owner 
or occupier, and where a person has been 
named as the Manager of the factory 
under the Factories Act (1948) (LXm of 
1948), the person so named.” 

7. Apparently, therefore, in a factory 
the owner, including the Managing Agent 
of such owner and also the Manager of 
the factory are included within the mean- 
ing of the word "principal employer”. 
The petitioner as a Director of the linaited 
Company is the owner. Obviously, if 
there be several persons in the position 
of Directors aU are liable for contraven- 
tion of the provisions of the Act and 
Regulation. From the ride of the drfence 
a photostat copy of the registration of 
resolution and agreement of the M/s. 
Bengal Steam Laundry Private Ltd. were 
filed which clearly indicates that the 
petitioner was one of the Directors des- 
cribed as a Technical Director though Sri 
Bhupati Roy Choudhury, another Direc- 
tor, who also had been convicted was 
placed in charge of the management of 
the affairs of the Company subject to the 
control and supervision of the Board of 
Directors. P.W. 4, the Manager of E.S.I. 
Corporation, visited the factory on 19-8- 
1965 and found the petitioner present 
thera He carried on inspection in his 
presence and submitted the Inspection 
Report (Ext 5). The Inspection Report 
indicates that the petitioner was inter- 
viewed on the date of the inspection. On 
a plain meaning of the provisions of Sec- 
tion 2(17) of the Act the petitioner, as a 
Director, is liable to be penalized for 
contraventions of the Act in the same 
way as any other Director and the nature 
of his duty in the concern is qmte imma- 
terial 

8. Under Sea 73-A of the Act every 
principal employer is liable to make spe- 
cial contribution and the rate of special 
contribution is to be notified in the Offi- 
cii Gazette and such contribution shall 
be made in the case of a factory in which 
the prowsion of chapters IV and V are 
in force in lieu of the employers’ contri- 
bution payable under Chapter R’’. Under 
notification No. SS-121(60) dated 6-2-1952 
the cmplo 3 *ers’ .spedal contribution is 
payable in four quarters ending on Slst 
March, 30th June. 30th September and 
31st December. It is contended by the 
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tfon 26 of the E.S.L Ke^tiom _Subjert 


learned Lawyer for the petitioner 
^ch spec^ contnbutioi^ 


heu of the contribution mde . 
Chapter IV and not over and above 
contribution. But. then there is no*i^ 
to show that any contribution h^ad b^ 
made by this factory under Sec. 39 of the 
Act The petitioner raised no such in- 
tention in the court below and no Im- 
portance is to be given to the contention 
now raised in the scope of this revinonal 
annlication. No doubt the ptinapal em- 
ployer of this factory 6id not pay the 
special contribution within 30 days 
30th June. 1966 and as such he is liable 
to be punished. It is also proved tim no 
information and return In foim No. SC 2 
as prescribed under notification No. 

9/52/A dated the 16th February. 1952 had 
been furnished within the prescribed time 
limit for 45 days from the end of me 
quarter. Under Section 73-E of the Act 
the Corporation is authorised to require 
any principal employer to submit returns 
and informations in the prescribed form 
within a time limit In the Instant ca^ 
the time limit was fixed at 45 days of the 
end of the quarter. For such fa^e to 
submit the return as required by the 
regulation the Principal mployer ^c^ 
punishable under Sec. 85 (e> of tte Act 
The petitioner is also conricted for 
traventions of the provlsloiu In Hule 
No. 26{cl of the Employees’ Stete Insu- 
rance Regulations. The proton to 
Rule 28 relates to submissicm of a return 
in duplicate in form No. 6 In a 

contribution card of any 
days of the termmation of conmmmon 
period. Obviously, therefore, such retora 
in form No. 6 is to be submitted o^y In 
the event of termination of contribution 
period in respect to any person for wl^ 
the employer is in possession of a conm- 
bution card. It is contended by toe 
learned lawyer for the petitioner tot 
there was no necessity for submittto this 
return when there was no termination of 
contribution in respect to an^orton^ 
But such return must be submitted to 
the prescribed form to Indicate clearly 
whether there had been any t erminati on 
of contribution or not. In an appropriate 
case there may be a nil retu^ for 
not submitting such ret^ In 


to* tois r^utSon of sentence the Rule Is 
discharged. , 

Ordered accormngly. 
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BUAYESH MUKHERJl, J. 

Dalim Kumar Sain and others, 

♦iffg V. Smt Nandarani Dassi and another. 
Defendants. 

Suit No. 863 of 1959. D/- 20-&-196g. 

(A) Civil P. C. (1908), O. 18, R. 15 and 
O. 49, K. 3(4) — Evidence Act (1872), 
S. 33 — Suit on ordinary original side 
of Calcutta H. C. — Trial remaining in- 
complete by death of Judge — Trial can- 
not be continued from that stage by 
another Judge ~ Both parties inviting 
judge in second trial to use evident 
taken before the late Judge — Such evi- 
dence becomes admissible — (Evidence 
Art (1872), S. 115 — Waiver of procedu- 
ral rules). 

A Judge, on the origToal side of the 
High Court of Calcutta cannot continue 
a i^t at the stage left by another Judge 
of toe High Court, who was prevented 
by death from concluding the trial, as 
O. 18. R. 15 of the Civil P. C does aot 
apply, by virtue of O. 49. R. 3(4) in the 
exertise of the High Court’s ordinary 
original dvil jurisdiction. However, 
when both the contesting parties through 
their counsel invite the Judge at the 
second trial to treat the evidence at the 
first trial between them as the evidence 
at the second tri^ too, such consent 
makes toe evidence given at the first trial 
admissible as evidence at the second trial 
though the conditions pres cri bed by S. 33 
of toe Evidence Act do not exist and 
O. 1^ B. 15 of the Civil P. C. in terms 
does not apply. (1949) 53 Cal WN 569, 
Disting. AIR 1920 Mad 547 (FB). FolL 
(Para 11) 

The prindple Is tot the rules of pro- 
cedure are not rules of public policy, and, 
therefore, not so very important, pre- 
cluding the parties from waiving the 
benefit of such provisions. Indeed, It Is 
always open to parties to waive a matter 


romstances an offence was comimtted In of mere procedure. To hold the contrary 


a technical sense. 


9. The petitioner has been convicted 
under 3l these three counts of charge 
and he has been fined Rs. 30/- on each 
count of diarge. In toe facts and dr- 
cumstances of this case, I find no reason 
to interfere with toe conviction on any 
of the three counts of charge. As for 
sentence I toe sentence under 

Sec. 85(a)/73(A) of the Act and also 
under Sea 85[g)/73(Al of the Act But 
no separate sentence is passed under 
Sec 85 (g) of the Act read with. Begula- 


will come to saying tot the court — 
compel the parties to examine afresh 
witnesses whom they do not want to 
examine so, and with whose existing evi- 
dence on record of the previous trial be- 
tween them they are content — a clear 
reductio ad absurdum. (Para 11) 


(B) Evidence Art (1872), Ss. 35 and 77 
— Birth certificate — Certified copy ““ 
Certified cony signed by Chief Executive 
Officer of blnnicipal Corporation — It is 
automatic evidence as pnblic document 


IM/AN/E148/69/MVJ/D 



1970 Dalim Kumar 

under conioint effect of Ss. 35 and 77 — 
It is conclusive evidence unless disprov- 
ed. AIR 1935 Pat 474 & (1965) 69 Cal 
5VN 593, Rel. on- (Para 27) 

(C) Civil P. C. (1908), Preamble — 

Precedents — A case cannot be an autho- 
rity on a question of fact. AIR 1963 SC 

499, FoU. (Para 37) 

(D) Evidence Act (1872), S. 47, Expla- 

nation — Even tbe opinion evidence of a 
non-expert, becomes good evidence to go 
by, if the acquaintance of such witness 
with the signature of the executor is well 
proved within the meaning of S. 47, Ex- 
planation. (Para 53) 

(E) Trusts Act (1882), Ss. 36, 34— S. 34 
is only enabling section — Tru^ property 
requiring repairs — Trustee need not go 
to Comd: for direction but can himself 
carry out repairs. 

The power of the trustee to keep the 
trust-property in repair is beyond ques- 
tion Such power is conferred by S. 36 
of the Act. Section 34 is no doubt there 
enabling a trustee to apply for direction 
of the Court on the simple questions 
touching the management or administra- 
tion of the trust property. But it is only 
an enabling section and it is not binding 
in every case to do so. Therefore, S. 34 
cannot in any manner take away the 
power conferred on a trustee by an in- 
strument of trust and Sec. 36, to expend 
money, (Para 57) 

(F) Evidence Act (1872), S. 60 — 
Trust property mortgaged with Life In- 
surance Corporation and loan raised for 
repairs of the property — Evidence of 
inspector who inspected the condition of 
the property — His evidence is primary 
evidence within S. 60 in so far as it refers 
to a fact which could be seen, and he says 
that he saw it but it is hearsay evidence 
in so far as he says that the object of the 
loan was to m^t the expenses for repairs 
and additional constructions. (Para 59) 

(G) Tiusts Act (1882), S. 36 — Mort- 
gage of trust property. — Proof of neces- 
sity — Onus. 

Where trust property Is mortgaged for 
raising a loan required for making repairs 
and adding constructions to the .trust 
property, the onus of proof of necessity is 
on the mortgagee. However, when the 
relevant facts are before "toe Court, all 
that remains for decision is what Infer- 
ence should be drawn from them and the 
question of onus is rendered academical 

(Para 63) 

(H) Civil P. C. (1908), O. 6, R. 2 and 
O. 14, R. 3 — Pleadings — Partj' cannot 
travel beyond pleadings so as to make a 
new case — Rule howev’er is not inflexi- 
ble — I^es can be drawn from pleadings 
and documents produced. 

The case pleaded has to be proved and 
found. Thus the parties cannot be allow- 
ed to trav’el beyond pleadings, so as to 
naake out a now case wholly inconsistent 
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therewith. But this is not an inflexible 
inle. To do justice between the parties 
the pleadings are sometimes departed 
from. Case law discussed. (Paras 65, 66) 
.Further, under O. 14, E. 3 wMch by 
■wrtue of O. 49,. R. 3 is not excluded from 
the. Calcute BSgh Court in the exercise 
of its ordinary original civil juris^ction, 
the Court is not confined to pleadings 
only in framing issues. It may draw 
upon the contents of documents produced 
by either party. AIR 1964 Cal 209, EeL 
oil- ^ara 68) 

(I) Evidence Act (1872), S. 73 — Court 

is entitled to compare for itself the ques- 
tioned signature of party with that of the 
admitted signature. (Para 72) 

(J) Limitation Act (1908), Arts. 91 and 
120 Smt for declaration that trust- 
deed is void — Incidental prayer for can- 
cellation of instrument — Art. 120 applies. 

Art. 91 of the. Act prescribing limita- 
tion for cancellation of an instrument, is 
not for a suit which is in substance a 
suit for a declaration that an instrument 
is void, even though an otiose prayer for 
cancellation is there in the plaint Once 
the Court voids an instrument it is in law 
a nullity, and little remains in it for the 
Court to cancel or set aside. (Para 77) 
Article 120 would govern such a suit 
But when out of five plaintiffs, at the 
date of the smt, two are minors repre- 
sented by their next friend, and two be- 
came of age shortly before that the suit 
so far as they are concerned is much ear- 
tier than the prescribed teiminus ad 
quem, the first two being entitled to do 
so, without coming on the edge of the law 
of timitation, and time having commenc- 
ed to run against the last two when they 
ceased to be non-age. (Para 79) 

(BO Evidence Act (1872), S. 3 ■ — Ap- 
preciation of evidence — Civil case — - 
Court has right to disbelieve part of a 
witness’s evidence and to believe part 
thereof. AIR 1956 SC 513 & AIR 1958 
SC 813, FoU. (Para 85) 

(L) Limitation Act (1908), Art. 120 — 
Pica that suit is time-barred — Party 
unable to specify firm date for terminus 
a quo — Plea cannot be upheld. 

If a party who w^ants the suit to be 
struck down as time barred cannot spe- 
cify a firm date for terminus a quo, it 
cannot ask the Court to find the issue on 
timitation in its favour. (Para 95) 

(I\I) Trusts Act (1882), S. 78 — Crea- 
tion of trust by deed — Trustee given 
powers to mortgage property "for sucli 
purpose” — Expression "for such pur- 
pose” unmeaning and not practicable — 
Settlor rcv'oldng that Clause with the 
consent of trustee — Revocation is valid. 

(Paras 12, 43) 
Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1966) air 1966 SC 735 (V 53) = 

196G-2 SCR 286. Bhagwati Prasad 
V. Chandanmaul 65 
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(1965) 69 Cal WN 593. Anil Krishna 
Basak v. Sailendra Nath Paul 
a964) AIR 1964 SC 24 (V 51) “ 
1964 (2) SCR 885, S. N. Ranade 
V. Union of T^^dia 
(1964) AIR 1964 Cal 209 {V 51), 
Snow White Food Product. Ltd, 

V. Sohan Lai Bagla 
(1963) AIR 1963 SC 499 {V 50) = 

■ 1962 Supp (2) SCR 623. Neta Ram 
V. Jlwan Lai 

(1961) AIR 1961 Cal 411 (V 48). 
Sanat Kumar Mtra v. Hem- 
chandra De 

(1961) 1961-3 All ER 1169=1962 
AC 152. Macfoy v. United Africa 
Co. Ltd. 

(1960) AIR 1960 SC 335 fV 47)= 
1960-2 SCR 253, Mst Rukhmabal 
V. Lala Laxmlnarayan 
(1959) AIR 1959 SC 31 (V 46)=ILR 
(1958) Ker 1340, Moran Mar Bas- 
selious Catholics v. Thukalan 
Paulo Avira 

(1958) AIR 1958 SC 813 (V 45) = 1958 
Cri U 1352, Gallu Sah v. State 
of Bihar 

(1957) AIR 1957 SC 368 fV 44) = 
1957 SCA 312. Nisar AU T. State 
of UJ. 

(1956) AIR 1956 SC 513 (V 43)- 
1956 Cri U 923, Sukha v. State 
of Raiasthan 

(1956) AIR 1956 SC 693 (V 43) 

— 1956 SCR 451, Nagubal Axmnal 
V, B. Shama Rao 

(1956) 1956-1 WLR 965-100 SJ 566. 
Subramaniam v. Public Prose- 
cutor 

(1953) AIR 1953 SC 235 fV 40)-1953 
SCR 789, Trojan & Co. v- Rm. 
N. N. Nagappa Cbettiar 
D951) AIR 1951 SC 177 (V 38)=1952 
SCA 116, Firm Sriniwas Ram- 
kumar v. Mahabir Prasad 
(1951) AIR 1951 SC 280 (V 38)=195l 
SCR 548 Bishundeo y. Seogenl 
Bai 

(1950) AIR 1950 PC 68 fV 37)=77 
Ind App 15. Kanda v. Waghu 
(1949) 53 Cal WN 569. Sarba Ranjan 
Bysack v. Sm. Hari Priya Dasd 
(1941) AIR 1941 PC 95 (V 28)=1941 
All U 668. Bhowanipore Banking 
Corpn. V. SmL Duigesh Nandiol 
Dasd 

(1935) AIR 1935 Pat 474 (V 22)=16 
Pat LT 629. Nanhak LaJl v. Baij- 
na^ Agarwala 

(1933) AIR 1933 Cal 253 (V 20)=36 
Cal WN 753. Sm. Swamamoyee 
Dassi V. Probodh Chandra Sarkar 
(1933) AIR 1933 Lah 270 (V 20) = 
34 Pun LR 598. Mohammad Umar 
y. Mohammad Ibrahim 
a931) AIR 1931 PC 9 (V 18)=58 
Ind Ann 1. Annamalai Chettiar 
y. A. IL K. C. T. Muthukanippan 
Chettiar 


96 


64 


63 


11 


65 


(1930) AIR 1930 PC 270 (V 17)=57 
Ind App 325. Bolo v. Koklan 
(1926) AIR 1926 PC 16 fV 13)=53 
Ind App 36. Jawahir Singh v. 

Udai Parkash 

(1927) 1927 AC 515=96 LJPC 84. 

Robins v. National Trust Co. Ltd. 
(1922) AIR 1922 PC 292 (V 9) =49 
Ind App 286=27 Cal WN 245= 

ILR 45 Mad 586. Chidambara 
Sivaprakasa Pandara Sunnadhigal 
V. Veerama Reddy 
(1920) AIR 1920 PC 67 (V 7)=47 Ind 
App 76=25 Cal WN 485=ILR 43 
Mad 567, Seturatnam Aiyar v. 

Venkata ebala Gounden 
(1920) AIR 1920 Mad 547 (V 7)= 

ILR 43 Mad 609 (FB). Jainab BibI 
Saheba y. Hyder^y Saheb 
(1909) 14 Cal WN 128=11 Cal LJ 
34. Gangadbar Sarkar v- Khaja 
Abdul Ajij Nawab Salimulla 
Bahadur 

(1909) 10 Cal LT 263=3 Ind Cas 178. 
Brindaban Chandra Shaha v. 
Sureshwar Shaha Paramanik 
0907) 34 Ind App 27 -ILR 29 AH 
184. Rani Chandra Ktmwar v. 

Narpat Singh 

0898) 25 Ind App 183-ILR 21 All 
71. Sham Sunder Lai y. Achhan 
Kimwar 58, 63 

0895) I Ch 743. Bonhote v. Hender- 
son 36 to 38. 42. 43 

0895) 2 Ch 202-72 LT 814. Bonhote 
y. Henderson S8 

0892) 20 Ind App 1-ILR 15 Bom 
155. Rahimbhoy Hubibhoy v. 

Turner 99 

0887) 38 Ch D 1=57 LJCh 507. 

Tucker v. Bennett 33. 34. 38 

0880) 5 AC 685=50 UQB 49. 

Wollingford v. Mutual Society 99 
0869) 9 Eg 44=21 LT 449, Wollaston 
y. Tribe 38 

(1856) 8 De G M & G 53L Walker 
y. Armstrong 39. 41, 42. 45 

0757) 97 ER 22. Wilm 58. Bridge- 
man y. Green 26 

R. L. Sinha, for Plaintifis: M. M. Sen 
and R. M. Datta. for Defendant No. 2. 

JUDGMENT:— This is a suit raised on 
July 3, 1959, by three sons and two 
daughters of Moti Lall Sain, who <fied on 
Nov^ber 4, 1955, principally for a dec- 
laration that a deed of mortgage bearing 
date November 29. 1946. for Rs. 25.000. 
and a deed of further charge bearing 
date January 19. 1949, for Rs. 5,000 exe- 
cuted by the first defendant. Sm. Nanda- 
rani Dasst, their mother and necessarily 
the widow of Moti Lall Saine, in favour 
of India Provident Co., Ltd., are Void. 

2. The Life Insurance Corporation of 
India (for short, LIC hereafter) Is the 
statutory successor in interest of India 
Provident Co.. Ltd. This is why LIC 
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figures in this litigation as the second 
defendant 

3. In the wake of the dedaration the 
plamtiffs pray the Court for, two other 
reliefs sought the ancillary ones, follow 
as a matter of course. Fii^: the afore- 
said two instruments be cancelled and 
delivered up. Second: LIC be restrmned 
by an injimction from enforcing the two 
instruments of mortgage and fiuther 
charge by suit No. 136 of 1958 rmsed in 
this Court on January 28, 1958, fcr just 
that: for enforcement thereof. 

4. The date of institution of this suit: 
July 3, 1959 : is, therefore, one year five 
months and six days after the date of 
institution of the suit by UC: January 
28, 1958. Both the suits have been heard 
one after another: the later suit (No. 863 
of 1959) first and the earlier suit (No. 136 
of 1958) thereafter; not immediately 
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thereafter, but after an interval of some 
twenty-five days. And so soon I have 
finished delivering judgment in this suit 
(No. 863 of 1959), I shall deliver judg- 
ment in the other one (No. 136 of 19581 
too. 

5. The case, the plaintiSs come to 
court with, may best be stated by insert- 
ing a pedigree they set out in the firrf 
paragraph of their plaint — a pedigree 
which is not disputed at and during the 
trial, even though LIC, the second defen- 
dant and the only contesting defendant 
at that, pleads, presumably by way of 
abundant caution, in the first paragraph 
of its written statement: 

"1. This defendant has no knowledge 
(of) and does not admit the allegations 

made in .paragraph 1 of the plaint” 

Here is that pedigree not in the realm of 
any dispute; 


Modhoo Sooden Sain 


-O. ■ i ; 


Moti Lal=Wife Nandarani 

(defendant No. 1) 


I 

Dalim 
Kumar, 
plaintiff 
No. 1). 


Sm. Lakshmi 
Sona, 
(plaintiff 
No. 2). 


Dinendra 
Kumar, 
(plaintiff 
No. S). 


Sm. Binapani 
(plaintiff 
No. 4). 


Krishna 
Kumar, 
(plaintiff 
No. 5). 


6. Of the five plaintiffs, those num- 
bering 1, 3 and 5 — Dalim Kumar, Dinen- 
dra Kumar and Krishna Kumar, Sains 
all (the padded way of writing 'Sen’) — 
are the sons of Moti Ball, since deceased. 
Of these three again, Dalim Kumar and 
Dinendra Kumar are majors at the date 
the suit is instituted, Krishna Kumar is 
not. He is a minor under the age of 
eighteen years, as the cause title of the 
plaint describes him to be. The remain- 
ing two, Laltshmi Sona and Binapani, are 
the daughters of late Moti Ball. Of 
these two again. Bakshmi Sona is a major 
at the date of the institution of the suit; 
Binapani is not. She is a minor imder 
the age of eighteen years, as the cause 
title of the plaint describes her to be as 
weU. In this suit, both these minors, 
Binapani, plaintiff No. 4, and Krishna 
Kumar, plaintiff No. 5, are represented 
by Dalim Kumar, plaintiff No. 1, their 
brother and next friend. If BIC has no 
Imowledge of, and does not admit, the 
pedigree just set out, as noticed in the 
preceding paragraph, it has equally no 
knowledge of. and does not admit either, 
such piirported description given in the 
cause title of the plaint The averment 
in paragraph 1 of its writtm statement, 
reproduced with a little excision, is just 
so The portion excised trav'erses this: 
BTC’s lack of knowledge of what the 
cause title of the plaint bears, and. there- 
fore, no admission thereof on its part 


7. The history of the facts which have 
led up to this litigation divides itself into 
four stages: 

(i) that between January 20, 1932, 
when Madhoo Sooden Sain created a 
trust by a volxmtary deed of that date, 
exhibit C*, as respects, amongst others, 
his imdivided 4/21st share in 116 Cotton 
Street, Calcutta, (shortened hereafter into 
"116”), for the benefit of all — Moti Ball, 
Nandarani, sons and daughters, as also 
grandsons and grand-daughters, of Moti 
Ball and Nandarani, and himself too, and 
Jime 15, 1936, when Modhoo Sooden, the 
settlor, executed a deed of rectification, 
exhibit D **. "purporting to remove the 
limitation and restriction put upon the 
power of the trustee to seU and mortgage 
the trust property irrespective of pur- 
poses mentioned in the deed of settle- 
ment. subject of course to the consent, 

*Gone into evidence and thereby ad- 
mitted to the record by consent : vide the 
note just above question No. 178, on 
cross-examination, to Dalim Kumar Sain, 
the first plaintiff and the only witness of 
the plaintiffs. A common document too 
of the contesting parties : P.D. 1 Ez D.D. 1 
at pp. 1-16 of the brief of documents, 
exhibit E. 

••Admitted to the record as exhibit G 
is admitted by consent; a common docu- 
ment too — P.D. 2 & D.D. 2 — at pp. 17- 
21 of tlje brief of documents, exhibit E 
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sanction and approval of the settlor and 
his son Moti Lall Sain”, as the averment 
in paragraph 5 of the plaint puts It; 

(ii) that between December 21, i939« 
when Moti Sain retired from t^tee- 
sWp and appointed his wife NandaranI 
as the sole trustee in his place, bv an 
apposite deed, e:chibit Bfl), and June 19, 
1944, and thereabouts when In a partltitm 
suit in this Court, — suit No. 1152 of 
1909 — , in lieu of undivided 4/21st share 
of "116”, Nandarani was allotted, on the 
foot of the return of the comndsdoner 
of partition, lot A delineated in the map 
attached to the commissioner’s retum(2)} 
(Ui) that between November 29, 1946, 
when Nandarani, qua sole trustee to the 
estate of Modhoo Sooden Sain, with the 
consent in writing dated May 12, 1946, 

exhibit 3 and D.D. 6, of her husband 
Moti LaU, raised a loan of Rs. 25,000, on 
a mortgage of 4/21st share (since divid- 
ed) of "116”. to I^dia Provident Co., Ltd., 
the deed of mortgage being exMbit 1 and 
a common document too : P.D. 4 and D.D. 

4 and January 19, 1949, when Nandarani' 
raised a further loan of Rs. 5,000 from 
the same company on execution of a deed 
of further charge. exWbit 2. and a com- 
mon document again t P.D. S and D.D. S; 
and 

(iv) that between January 28. 1958, 
when Lie, the statutory successor la Inte- 
rest of India Provident Co., Ltd., raised 
the action (suit No. 136 of 1958) in ttds 
Court for enforcement of Nandarani’s 
mortgage and further charge as above, 
and March 5, 1959. or thereabouts, when 
the plaintiffs, as they aver In paragraph 
11 of their plaint, "came to know for the 
first time about the said deed of mort- 
gage and deed of chaise." 

8. Hence this suit on July 3. 1959. the 
burden of the suit being: 

A. The plalntifis, who are the eons and 

daughters of Moti Lall Sain, are the only 
beneficiaries along with Nandarani her^ 
self under the deed of trust bearing date 
January ’pansrodb 4 

of the plaint. 

B. The settlor, Modhoo Sooden Sain, 
having reserved^ no power to alter any 
term of the original deed of trust, had no 
power either, to remove the • restriction 
imposed on the trustees. But this Is 
exactly what he did by the deed of recti- 
fication bearing date June 15, 1936, esdii- 
blt D. which is. therefore, "void, illegal 
and ineffective” and cannot do what it 
purports to have done; paragraph 5 Ibii 

C. Ergo, neither the deed of mortgage 
bearing date November 29, 1946, exhi- 
bit 1, nor the deed of finiher charge 
bearing date January 19. 1949, exhibit 2 . 

1. Admitted to the record by consul 
as exhibits C and D are : a common docu- 
ment too — P.D. 3 & D.D. 3 — at pp. 23- 
31 of ffie brief of docxnnents, exhibit £. 

2. Paragraph 7 of the plaint 


ean receive effect In breach of trust and 
In derogation of the rights of the plaintiffs 
oua beneficiaries as they have been; the 
more so, because of absence of legal 
necessity, of which the Indian Provident 
Co.. Ltd. had notice. In any event no 
mortgage by Nandarani there could be 
without Moti Lall'a consent: paragraphs 
8-10 Ibid. 

9. Such then Is the theme and thread 
of the suit whidi LIC, the second 
defendant, resists, but Nandarani, the first 
defendant and the mother of the plain- 
tiffs, does not as is so natural The pleas 
UC resista tiie suit with ar^ to notice 
only the gist thereof: 

One, the allegation that Modhoo Sooden 
Sain, the settlor, had no power to remove 
the restriction, if that, in the original deed 
of trust Is denied; is denied too. the deed 
of rectification dated June 15, 1936, being 
void. Illegal or Ineffective: paragraph 3 of 
the written statement. 

Two. contravention of the original deed 
of 'tnjrt lack ol power on the ' hart of 
Nandaraid. and absence of legal necesrity, 
vitiating the deeds of mortgage and fur- 
ther charge, are denied. Moti Lall Sain’s 
consent by writing dated May 12, 1946, 
to the execution of the mortgage Is as- 
serted; paragraphs 7 and 8 ibid. 

Three, the suit is barred by limitation, 
the plaintiffs’ knowledge for the first time 
on or about March 5, 1959, of the mort- 
gage and the further charge being not 
admitted; paragraph 20 and 9 Ibid 

10. In view of such pleadings, six 
Issues have been raised at the tri^. They 
fall into three parts. The flirt p^ con- 
osts of issues, niunbering 1 to 3, on the 
questions of Modhoo Sooden’s power to 
execute the deed of rectification, as also 
the Consequential power of Nandarani to 
exwute the two instruments of mortgage 
and further charge she did, and that too 
whether with or without tte consent of 
her hxisband MoU LalL The second part 
consiste <3t Assess,, waHh/trii® 4 "isA 
on the question of limitation. And the 
tiiird part consists of a single issue, issue 
No. 6, the general one, on reliefs. With 
this Introduction, I reproduce below toe 
Issues struck at the trial: 

1. (a) Had the settlor Modhoo Sooden 
Sain any power to execute the deed ol 
rectification dated June 15, 1936? 

(b) If so. what is the effect of the afore- 
said deed? 

2. (a) Did Nandarani DassI have any 
power to execute the deed of mortgage 
dated November 29, 1946? 

(b) Were toe aforesaid mortgage and 
the deed of further charge dated January 
.19, 1949, executed by Nandarani Dassi 
with the consent of her husband Moti Iiafi 
Sain? 

3. Was toe execution of the mortgage 
dated November 29, 1946. and of the deM 
of further charge dat^ January 19, 1949, 
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by Nandarani Dasi made in contravention 
of the deed of trust dated January 20, 
3.932, as alleged in paragraphs 3 and 30. 
of the plaint? 

4. Did the plaintiffs come to know of 
the aforesaid mortgage dated November 
29, 1946, and of the aforesaid deed of 
further charge dated January 19, 1949, on 
or about March 5, 1959, as alleged in para- 
graph 11 of the plaint? 

5. Is the plaintiffs’ claim barred by, 
limitation? 

6. What reliefs, if any. are the plain- 
tiffs entitled to? 

11. Before I proceed to determine the 
issues, it is as well I place on record that 
the trial of this suit commenced before 
late Mr. Justice Law on April 21, 1965. It 
continued, with a break for three days on 
April 24, 25 and 26, 1965, imtil April 28, 
1965, when the hearing was concluded. 
Dalim Kumar Sain, the first plaintiff and 
the only witness of the plaintiffs, was ex- 
amined in full on April 21, 22 and 23, 
1965. Naresh Chandra Majinndar, the 
solitary witness of the contesting defen- 
dant Lie, was examined in full on 
April 23, 1965, as well. _ Most unfortima- 
tely, however, Mr. Justice Law died be- 
fore he could deliver the judgment. Ulti- 
mately, the suit appeared in my list and I 
took it up for hearing on January 3, 1967. 
Order 18, Rule 15, of the Procedure Code 
(5 of 1908), which enables a judge to con- 
tinue the suit at the stage left by another 
who was prevented by death from 
concluding the trial, does not apply, by 
virtue of Order 49, Rule 3, Cl. 4, ibid., 
in the exercise of this Coxut’s ordina^ 
original civil jurisdiction: just the_ juris- 
diction I arn seized of in hearing this suit. 
Such statute law apart, a division of this 
Court, presided over by Harries, C. J. and 
Chakravartti, J. (as he then was) held as 
much in Sarba Ranjan Bysack v. Sm. 
Haripriya Dassi, (1949) 53 Cal WN 569. 
So, it was for me to hear the whole suit 
afresh and to enter into evidence over 
again. And certainly I would have done 
just that, but for the joint submission 
made by Mr. Sinha and _Mr. Sen, the 
learned counsel for the plaintiffs and the 
contesting defendant respectively, that I 
should treat the evidence had before late 
llr. Justice Law as evidence in the trial 
before me. Such submission over, the 
case was opened at length and I was 
t^ren, in the course of such opemng, 
tlirough the whole of the eridence given 
in the previous trial betv'een the same 
parties. And the arguments on merits 
followed. This is a feature which is con- 
spicuous by its absence in the Sarba Ran- 
jan case, (1949) 53 Cal WN 569. There, 
far from both parties ha\dng consented 
through their counsel to treat the evi- 
dence before Khundkar. J., who imfor- 
tunately died and could not, therefore. 


complete the trial, as evidence in the se- 
cond trial before Ormond, J., the defen- 
dant insisted on a trial de novo on the 
ground that neither Order 18, Rule 15, of 
tile Code, expressly excluded, by Order 49, 
Rule 3, CL 4, from the original side of 
this Court, nor Section 33 of the Evidence 
Act (1 of 1872), could be called in aid. 
But Ormond J. overruled such prayer 
and was in turn overruled by fte Court 
of appeal. _ In the case before me, how- 
ever, nothing of the kind happens. On 
the contrary, I am invited by coimseL for 
both parties to treat the evidence before 
Law J. as evidence before me too. And 
still I shall say: "No; you must have a 
de novo trial and examine your witnesses 
over again.” A point as this did not fall 
to be considered in the Sarba Ranjan case, 
1949-53 Cal WN 569. And a case is an 
authority for the proposition it actually 
decides: Brindaban Chandra Shaha v. 
Sureswar Shaha Paramanik, (1909) 10 Cal 
LJ 263. So, the Sarba Ranjan case, 1949- 
53 Cal WN 569 can neither rule nor 
govern here. What really rules and 
governs here is another class of case, the 
leading amongst which is the Full Bench 
decision of tiie Madras Hi gh Court in 
Jainab Bibi Saheba v. Hyderally Saheb, 
ILR 43 Mad 609 = (AIR 1920 Mad 547); 
the law laid down therein may be put 
thus: 

The consent of parties may make ad- 
missible the evidence given in a previous 
judicial proceeding between them in a case 
in which the conditions prescribed by sec- 
tion 33 (the benefit of which can be 
waived) do not exist. 

In the Sarba Ranjan case, 1949-53 Cal WN 
569 lack of consent of parties, indeed 
vehement opposition by the defendant, 
made the evidence given before Khundkar 
J. inadmissible as evidence before Ormond 
J. Here consent of parties makes the evi- 
dence given before Law J. admissible as 
evidence before me, no matter that, the 
conditions Section 33 of the Ewdence Act 
prescribes, do not exist; no matter that 
Order 18, Rule 15, of the Procedure Code 
cannot touch tins litigation. The prin- 
ciple appears to be that these rules of pro- 
cedure are not rules of public policy, and, 
therefore, not that important, precluding 
the parties from waiving the benefit of 
such provisions. Indeed, it is always open 
to parties to waive a matter of mere pro- 
cedure. To hold the contrary, in the con- 
text of what has happened before me, will 
come to saying that the Court can compel 
the parties to examine afresh witnc.sscs 
whom they do not W'ant to examine fo. 
and with whose existing evidence on re- 
cord of the previous trial between them 
they are content — ^a clear rcductio ad ab- 
surdum. to my mind. 

12. Now to merits, for a proper ap- 
praisal of which, what is needed first and 
foremost is a clear understanding of the 
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oriRinal deed of trust bearing date JanU-> 
ary 20, 1932, exhibit C, in so far as It Is 
necessary for the point at issue: the point 
of the trustees' power to make a mort- 
gage. in the litigation on hand. Here Is 
an an^yris of its terms with that end In 
view, and under suitable headings too; 

A. By and between whom. 

llodhoo Sooden Sain is of the one part, 
the first part The said ilodboo Sooden 
Sain and his son Moti Lall Sain, the two 
truces, are of the other part the second 
part 'There is the usual interpretation 
riause for the expression "trustees”— an 
expression which includes the survivor of 
them, executors, admirustrators, etc. 

B. What the trust deed conveys "ir- 
revocably’ by way of settlement, in 
so far as it is material for the pur- 
poses of the case on hand. 

"All that imdivid^ four eoual twen^-one 
part or share of "116”, with a building, 
brick-built "partly four partly three part- 
ly two and partly one slori^” and land 
"containing an area oT’ 11 cottahs 8 
chittacks and 34 square-feet more or less: 
property which the settlor Modhoo Sooden 
Sain is "absolutely seised and possessed of 
or otherwise well and suffldently entitled 
to”, as is to be gleaned fram the Intro- 
ductory redtala. the testatum or witnes- 
si^ riause, and the habendum, in the 
trust-deed, read with the first schedule 
thereto. 

C. Condition of "116” in the sense what 
it is subject to at the date of the 
deed. 

An agreement dated April 20, 1931. Is 
there for sale of the settlor's 4/2l5t part 
or share in "116” to Sreelal Chamaria for 
Rs. 45,000. out of which the settlor was 
paid R& 1001 by way of earnest. It Is 
hardly necessary to notice all that is set 
out in the deed about this agreement of 
sale between the settlor Modhoo Sooden 
Sain, on one hand, and Sreelal Chamaria. 
on the other. Suffice it to notice the 
foITowihg: 

(a) Suit No. 1152 of 1909 again (refer- 
red to in paragraph 7 ante). The settlor 
is the plaintiff in the aforesaid suit — a 
suit for partition of "116”. Sreelal 
Chamaria and one Dtmga Prosad Chamaria 
are the defendants. 

(b) The settlor would not be liable to 
pay any portion of the costs of the said 
two defendants. On the contrary, if it 
comes to paying costs by him, Sreelal 
Chamaria would pay Durga Prosad 
Chamaria such costs as would be payable 
by the settlor. 

(cl In pursuance of the agreement dated 
April 20, 1931, for sale, Sreelal Chamaria 
was to complete the sale by a certain date, 
namely, No%*ember 30. 1931. but he could 
not. On Sreelal Charnaria having applied 
for time to complete the sale,\he got w^t 
he had applied lor, but on p&ymkit of — 


(i) interest at the rate of Bs. 330 a 
month on the balance of the purebasa 
money: Bs. 45,000 minus Bs. 1,001, 

and 

(ii) a net monthly rent of Bs. 160 for 
the seWoris share in "116”, exclusive of 
all rents, outgoings and taxes, 

until the sale was completed: vide the fur- 
ther introductory redtals in the deed of 
trust. 

D, Powers of the trustees. 

Immediately after the habendum are redt- 
ed the powers of trustees. Such powers 
are — 

1. “ the trustees shall be at 

liberty either to rescind or to specifically 
enloTce the ............ agreement dated the 

20lh day of AprU, 1931, "for sale of the 
(settlor’s) 4y21st part or share” of "116”. 

2. in the event of the said 

sale to Sreelal Chamaria being completed, 
the trustees shall invest the proceeds of 
salev either in the purchase or mortgage 
of such moveable or immoveable T^psr- 
ties, including Government securities, la 
Calcutta or in its suburbs, and at sudi 
price as the settlor, during his lifetime, 
and after his death, his son, the said Motl 
Lall Sain, may select or direct, with 
powers to vary such investments from 
time to time, with the approval of the 
settlor during his lifetime, and after hie 
death, with the approval and sanction ol 
bis son. the said Moti Lai] Sain, and 
thereafter as they shall think fit and 
proper ” 

3. Such investment apart, and that too 
in the event of the sale to Sreelal 
Chamaria being completed, "the trustees 
shalJ invest the surplus incotne, if any, in 
any of the investments hereby authorised 
in augmentation of the capital of the 
trust-estate”, as also the sale-proceeds of 
other properties purdiased with tiie trust- 
money and compensation-money for ac- 
quisition under the Land Acquirition Act 
and allied statutes of any such trust-pro- 
pertr. 

E. Lunitatlon upon such powers. 

After setting out what the trustees "shall 
stand and be possessed of”, namely, (i) the 
properties ptirchased or mortgaged as the 
result of investment of s^e-proce^ of 
the settlor's 4/21st share in "116", "a® 
also” (ii) "the said messuages, lands, here- 
ditaments and premises mentioned in the 
first schedule,” that is. "116” — and that 
can only be in the event of s^e of "116 
to Sreelal Chamaria not taking place, or so 
long as it does not take place, for once _ 
the sale is completed, the tnistees can 
never stand and be possessed of "116"— v 
and after listing too the very various 
duties assigned to the trustees, such as 
(i) payment of munidc^ and other taxes, 
Oi) costs of necessary repairs, if any (uti 
maintenance and residence of the settlori 
his son Moti Lall, and Lfoti Lall's second 
wife Nandarani, (iv) maintmance. red- 
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dence and education of' Moti Lall’s and 
Wandarani’s sons and grandsons, Cv) main- 
tenance and marriage of eadi of their 
daughtos and grand-daughters, a sum not 
exceeding _Es. 3,000 being earmarked for 
such marriage, (vi) the expenses for the 
upkeep of a motor-car or of a carriage 
md a carriage-horse, so long as Moti.LSl 
is unable to fend for himself, etc. etc., the 
trust-deed, by a proviso, curtails the 
■power of the trurtees in the m ann er 
folio-wing: 

"Pro-vided fimther and it is hereby fur- 
ther agreed and declared that the trustees 
shall have power, during the lifetime of 
the settlor, ■with his consent, and there- 
after only -with the consent of his son, the 
said Mod Lall Sain, to vary from time to 
"time -the investments herein referred -to 
and for such purpose to sell or to mort- 
gage, or to charge or to lease, or to dis- 
pose of the lands, hereditaments and pre- 
mises hereby settled and also 

the premises and investments that might 
be purchased or made out of the monies 
belonmng to -the trust hereby created, or 
any of -them at such price or prices as the 
settlor or his said son Moti Lall Sain (as 
the case may be) approve or sanction 


No more of the terms of the trust-deed 
bearing date January 20, 1932, need be 
noticed in order to rmderdand the power 
of the trustees to make a mortgage, -with 
which alone this litigation is concerned, 
and that too in the light of the deed of re- 
ctification, exhibit D, executed by the 
settlor, "-with the consent and concur- 
rence" of the 'trustees" and "benefi- 
riaries,” as the rectification deed itself re- 
cites, some four years and five months 
later, to -wit, on June 15, 1936. The posi- 
tion boils down to this: 

A. On January 20, 1932, the date of the 
trust-deed, the agreement bearing date 
April 20, 1931, for sale of the settlor 
Modhoo Sooden’s uni-vided 4/21st part or 
share in "116", part of the tnist-estate, to 
Sreelal Chamaria, stood. 

B. The trustees were given, by the 
trust-deed, the liberty either to rescind or 
to enforce the said agreement 

C. Either of the two things could ther^ 
fore, come to pass: completion of sale in 
pursuance and enforcement of the agree- 
ment for sale or no sale because of rescis- 
sion of the agreement, the trustees hav- 
ing been given the power to do the one 
or the other. 

D. What if the sale fails? "IIG”, the 
settlor was absolutely seised and posses- 
sed of, the tru.stees would be absolutely 
seised and possessed oL 

E. V/hat if the sale is completed? The 
mandate of the trust-deed upon the trus- 
tees is: 

fi) Invest the sale-proceeds in the pur- 
chase or mortgage of moveables or im- 
moveables in and around Calcutta. 


(u) Settlor, Modhoo Sooden Sain, you 
do select the investments to be made so, 
and__do settle the price thereof, too. 

(iii) Moti Lall Sain, you do just that 
when your father, the settlor Modhoo 
Sooden, is no more. 

_ (iv) Do make periodic variations of such 
mvestments if you think fit. But get the 
approval of the settlor dtiring his lifetime, 
and after his death, the approval of Moti 
LalL 

(v) For such purpose, that is to say, for 
■periodic variations of such investments, 
subject to the fetters of approval (just 
noticed), mortgage you may — 

L the lands, hereditaments and premises 
settled by this trust-deed, that is, "116” 
and also 

n. the properties you purchase out of 
■the monies belonging to the trust-estate. 

r. About the other class of investments, 
■the trustees are called upon to make out 
of the surplus income, if any, etc., the 
mandate of the deed upon them is just so: 

(i) Do make periodic variations of such 
investments, if you think fit. You have 
the power to do so. But get the approval 
of the settlor during his lifetime, and 
thereafter the approval of Moti Lall. 

(u) For such purpose, that is to say, for 
periodic -variations of such investments 
also, subject to the fetters of approval 
(just noticed), mortgage you may — 

(a) "116”, and also 

(b) the properties which might be pur- 
chased out of the monies bdonging to the 
trust-estate. 

It goes without saying that money obtain- 
ed by way of compensation as the result 
of acquisition of the trust-estate or part 
thereof under the Land Acquisition Act 
and the like is mon^ belonging to the 
trust-estate, and that is provided for like- 
•wise too, as just noticed. 

13. Such then is the trust-deed of 
January 20, 1932, -with its limited mandate 
upon the trustees to execute a mortgage. 
And the question of a mortgage bulks so 
large in the litigation depending before 
me. 

14. Now to the deed of rectification 
bearing date June 15, 1936, some four 
years and five months after the trust-deed 
of January 20, 1932. A deed of rectifica- 
tion as this is by the same person Modhoo 
Sooden Sain. So. one who makes the deed 
of trust is the vers^ one who rectifies it 
by the deed of rectification. What does 
such a one say as the reasons for rectifica- 
tion? The reasons he puts forward in the 
rectification deed itself are — 

One, for the purpose of carrying out tlie 
directions (which included directions for 
pa-yment of certain expenses out of the 
corpus of the trust-estate), and in parti- 
cular, in the e-rent of the acrocmerst for 
sale to Sreelal Chamaria being "rescinded 
and cancelled”, he considered it expedient 
and necessary, indeed he intended. 
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(a) that the trustees should be invested 
with powers to deal with the corpus of 
the tni^-estate, 

fb) that they should have full and un- 
restricted powers to vary from time to 
time the investments mentioned in the 
trust-deed, and 

(c) that they should have full and im- 
restricted powers as well, to sell, mort- 
gage, charge, lease or dispose of the trust- 
estate or any portion thereof, subject to 
the approval of himself, during his life- 
rime, and after his death, the approval of 
his son, Mori TjiTI 

Two, he has just discovered that con- 
trary to his intention and to the tenor of 
the trust-settlement, the words "for such 
purpose” were through inadvertence in- 
serted* in the aforesaid deed of trust, 
though real intention was not to use 
such words. 

Three, the effect of such Insertion Is lo 
put a limitation on the power of the 
trustees granted hy the trust-settlement, 
but that was and Is contrary to his inten- 
tion and is calculated to hamper seriously 
the execution of the trust he made. 

Four. he. therefore, desires to rectify the 
said rcdstake so as to remove all doubts as 
to the full and unrestricted powers of the 
trustees to deal with the corpus of the 
trust-estate and to make It clear that thrir 
powers in this respect are full and un- 
restricted and unfettered, subject only to 
the requisite approval (which has already 
been noticed more than once and need not. 
therefore, be repeated). 

15. In the premises, what does the 
maker of the trust-deed, Modhoo Sooden 
Sain, do in his new deed: the deed of 
rectification? "With the consent and con- 
currence” of the trustees (that is, his own 
and his son Moti Lall’s) and of the bene- 
ficiaries (that Is, his own. Mori Lall's and 
Nandarani’s), ‘liy their jolmng in and ex- 
ecuting these presents” (that is. the rectf- 
ficarion deed), Modhoo Sooden, the se^or, 
"dnth- dficlaift., admlf. and. adai/wrtftdg.e. 
that the words 'for sudi piurpose’ sh^ 
be deemed to have been, by mistake and 
Inadvertence, erroneoxisly Inserted and 
used between the word 'and' and the 
words 'to sell or to mortgage or to charge 
or to lease or to dispose of in the 

proviso (1) and the same (the 

words 'for such purpose’) should be and 
are hereby emitt^ and/or deleted, or ex- 
pimged from the within indenture of Trust 
Settlement, and the said indenture should 

•In line 6 at page 4 of the original deed, 
exhibit C, after the words "and” in line 
5, and before the words "to sell or to 
mortgage in line 6. See para- 

graph 12 ante tmder the caption: & 
Ldmitarion upon such powers, 

(1) Reproduced verbatim in paragraph 12 
ante under the caption: E, TimU nt to n 
upon such powers. 


be read and construed as if the said words 
'for such purpose’ were never Incorporat- 
ed between the word 'and’ and the words 
•to sell or to mortgage or to charge or to 
lease or to dispose of In the said proviso 


1C, What goes before appears to be 
dear enough. Excise the words "for such 
purpose” from the trust-deed of January 
20. 1932. Proceed on the footing that the 
words were never there. But the com- 
mon maker of both the documents — the 
deed of trust and the deed of rectification 
•—does pot stop there. He goes a little 
more: 

•To the intent that the powers of the 
Trustees to deal with the corpus of the 
Trust estate are full and not restricted to 
the pxupose of varying the within men- 
tioned investment nor otherwise fettered 
In any way but are subject only to the 
consent, approval and sanction mentioned 
In the said proviso** and This Indenture 
Further Witnesseth and it Is hereby with 
like consent and concurrence expressly 
agreed and declared that the tenns and 
provisions of these presents shall be 
deemed to be and are hereby incorporat- 
ed in the within indenture of trust settle- 
ment.” 

And they are so incorporated phvricalls 
and so remain to this day. the deed oi 
trust bearing date January 20, 3932, and 
the deed of rectification bearing date June 
1$, 1936. having been stitdied iogethei 
and thereby xnaking one document to that 
extent 

17. Thia then Is the deed of rectifica- 
tion which bulks so large fa this litiga- 
tion. What a deed as this is out to recti^ 
cannot be clearer. The words "for such 
purpose” are words Inserted ia the parent 
deed through mistake. More, the words 
are words contrary to the intention of the 
settlor and to the tenor of the deed as 
welL Expunge them, and read the parent 
deed as If the words were, nevec there. 
So. the deed of rectification is clarity It- 
selL That is not in dispute. What is In 
dispute is the power of tte settlor to 
rectify the trust-settlement in the manner 
he has done. That has been debated be- 
fore me. 

18. In order to follow such a debate, 
what exactly the proviso, where the con- 
troversial words "for &u<^ piupose” occur, 
provides for, must be grasps It con- 
sists of two parts . The first part clothes 
the trustees with the power to vary from 
time to time, with the consent of Modhoo 
Sooden, the settlor, during his lifetime, 
and thereafter only with the consent of 
his son, Moti Lall, the investments herein 
referred to. Now, what are the fnvest- 
ments herein referred to, that is referred 

•T^graph 12 under the heading; R 

T limitation upon such powers. 
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io in ifie deed of trust? Two types of In- 
vestments are there to be seen. The first 
type is investment of sale-proceeds of 
*'116” in moveables and immovables in 
and arotmd Calcutta, in the event of sale 
thereof, namely, "116”, to Sreelal 
Chamaiia being completed, [See para- 
graph 12 ante under the caption; D, 
Powers of trustees.]. The second type is 
investment. 

(i) of "the surplus income. If any, in 
any of the investments hereby authorised 
En augmentation of the capital of the 
trust-estate,” 

(ii) by the purchase of premises and by 
the making of investments out- of monies 
belonging to the trust, and 

(iii) by the investment .of the sale- 
proceeds eta of such premises and invest- 
ments, as also of compensation-money re- 
ceived for acquisition, tmder the Land 
Acquisition Act and allied statutes, of 
"116”, or of the properties purchased with 
the tnist-money, or of any part, or parts 
thereof. 

19. I place the second type of Inve^ 
ments in the same category, because, in 
the ultimate analysis, it is the trust-money 
that the settlor proposes to be pressed into 
service. Be it the surplus income of any 
of the investments or the _ compensation- 
money as the result of acquisition, it is the 
trust-money all the same. No doubt, so 

' viewed, in this category, comes also the 
investment of the sale-proceeds of "116” 
in the event of the sale thereof to Sreelal 
Chamaria. Because it is trust-money too. 
But for convenience of treatment of the 
subject, I keep it separate. 

20. Such then are the investments 

'^herein referred to.** And such are the 
investments the trustees may vary from 
time to time with the requisite approval: 
that of Modhoo Sooden so long as he ^ 
fllive and theraafter of his son Moti LalL 
Here ends the first part of the proviso 
imder discusaon. ^ 

21. Now to the second part of ' fee pro- 

viso wife fee controversial expresaon "for 
such purpose’* in it. For such purpo^, 
feat is, for periodic variation of the divest- 
ments just noticed, fee trustees shall have 
power to sell, mortgage, charge, lease 'or 
dispose of — , ^ , 

(a) fee lands, hereditaments and pre- 
mises hereby settled, feat is, "116”, and 

(b) fee premises purebred and invest- 
ments made out of monies belonging to 

r the trust. , , , 

^ Here ends fee second part of fee pro- 
viso imder discussion, leaving aside tlmt 
part which makes proidaon for mvert- 
ment, dealt wife already in paragraph 0.8 
anta 

22. Now, do I see any mistake in fee 
Snsertion find use of tlie vrords ' for sutdi 
purpose” in a proviso as this? kfr. Sinha, 
appearing for the plaintiffs, sees no mis- 


take here nor any evidence, far less "dear 
and distinct evidence”, of any manner of 
a mistake. He comments on fee absence 
of the written instructions, on the foot of 
which fee deed of trust, exhibit C, was 
drafted and drawn up, and non-examina- 
tion of the solicitors, whose would have 
been the be^ evidence on fee point as to 
what the original intention of fee settlor 
Modhoo Sooden was. Mr. Sen, appearing 
for Lie fee second defendant, sees In 
fee use of fee words ’"for such purpose” 
a niistake, "patent and palpable”, (to quote 
his very words), — a nustake which proves 
itself and needs no evidence. 

23. Let such rival contentions be ex- 
amined in fee light of variation of each of 
fee two types of investment. Because, 
only for suefe purpose, that is to say, for 
periodic variation of each type of Invest- 
ment, fee trustees have fee power to en- 
ter into a mortgage of "116” and fee pro- 
perty purchased with fee trust-money. [1 
am confining myself now to mortgage wife 
which alone this litigation is concerned,] 

24. Take first the investment of sale- 
proceeds of "116” in properties in and 
around Calcutta, in fee event of the sale 
of "116” to Sreelal Chamaria being com- 
pleted. The trustees have fee power to 
vary, from time to time, such invest- 
ment of fee sale-proceeds of *116’, in pro- 
perties in and around Calcutta. For such 
purpose, feat is, for such periodic varia- 
tion, sure enough, "116” cannot be mort- 
gaged by fee trustees in whom "116” does 
not vest, so soon as fee sale of "116” to 
Sreelal Chamaria is completed. "116” 
then vests in Sreelal Chamaria. The 
trustees can mortgage their property, not 
the property of another, fee purchaser 
Chamaria. In this context, fee words "for 
such purpose” appear to be tmmeaning. It 
is, as Mr. Sen contends, a mistake, "patent 
and palpable”, proving itself and needing 
no evidence. 

25. Take now fee other type of Invest- 
ment: investment of fee surplus income 
of the existing investments, investment by 
fee purchase of premises, eta listed in 
paragraph 18 ante The trustees may 
vary such investment too from time to 
time. For such purpose, that is, for such 
periodic variation, they may mortgage 
"116”. I would not call it unmeaning. 
Because "116” then vests in fee trustees, 
fee sale thereof, feat is, of "116”, to 
Sreelal Chamaria, having failed. Indeed, 
on that assumption only I am proceed so. 
liius, fee trustees can well mortgage that, 
namely. "116”, which then vests in them. 
In this context, therefore, a provision as 
fhit! does not defy meaning in tlie way It 
docs in fee other context. 

26. But it looks so xmusuaL if not un- 
real, in feat in providing so, the settlor Is 
attaching far greater importance to fee 
branch of a tree than to fee tree itself. 
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The main corpias, "116”, is the tree. And 
the investments of the surplus income, if 
any. and all that are so many branches 
of the tree. Compulsory acquidtion of 
"116” — the whole of it — presents no pro- 
blem. Then, the tree itself vanishes. Be 
that as it may, “116” is the settlor’s pro- 
perty. neither yoxm nor mine. And If 
his trae intention is that, it has been his 
pleasure to provide so: to niort:»age even 
"116” for the purpose of periodic variation 
of investments made, (i) of the surplus 
income, if any, (Ul iry purchase of pro- 
perty with the truri-money, and all that 
—ail arising out of the trust-estate in 
some form or other. The Court has little 
to do with it Certainly the Court vrill 
not substitute its judgment for that of the 
settlor, the owner of ”116.” How large is 
the power of the owner and how 
small is that of the Court, in relation to 
what the owner does with his property, 
may best be illustrated by that well-known 
passage from Lord Commissioner WUmotis 
judgment in the old case of Bridgeman v. 
Green. <1757) 97 EH 22: 

" our laws, very untortimately 

for the owners, leave them at liberty to 
dissipate their fortunes as they please, to 
the ruin of themselves and their 
Tbe Roman laws drew a line betweoi 
liberality and profusloa they x-ery wisely 
lor the public, and very kindly for the 
pa^es, comldered immoderate extrava- 
ganc^~ *inconsulta largitio’ — as a dis- 
temper of the mind, and treated a ‘pro* 

dlgus’ as a mad man They 

thought it safer for the public, as well as 
kinder to individuals, to lay by their 
estates whilst they were under the 
tyranny of their passions, and reserve 
*hmt for their use, when under the direc- 
tion of their reason. But oiir laws strike 
no such boundary: |stat pro ratione 
voluntas* is the law with us; every man 
may give a part or all of hU fortune to 
the most worthless object in the creation; 
and this Court never did. nor ever will, 
rescind or annul donations merely be- 
caxise they are im pr ovident, and such as a 

wise man would not have made; 

tbts Court Hiselaimg any such jurisdictimi 


So do I. governing myself by the principle 
to be deduced from the above passage, 
even though the facts of that case are 
completely otherwise : the case of an 
overbearing footman and a moron of a 
master, who was prevailed upon, aided 
Bnd abetted by an unscrupulous attorney, 
to execute conveyances of various forms, 
to his utter ruin. Hence, if the true In- 
tention of the settlor here. Modhoo 
Sooden Sain, is that: mortgage the main 
corpus. "116”, for the purpose of periodic 
variation of such Investments, his intui- 
tion shall prevail over what the court 
consdere to be right or wrong in a mat- 
ter as 


27. But is his true intention so, at the 
relevant time, at the inception of the 
trust? That Is the point for determina- 
tion. By the trust-deed, the trustees are 
saddled with so many duties to be per- 
formed, Here are the more important of 
them: 

(i) payment of mxmicipal and other 
taxes and outgoings payable for the time 
being as respects "116". 

(ii) costs of necessary repairs, if any, 
(no house, it may be taken for granted, 
being above repairs), 

(iii) expenses for the maintenance and 
readence of the settlor Modhoo Sooden 

as also for the maintenance and 
residence in a suitable manner of his son 
Moti t.al1 and his daughter-in-law Nanda- 
rani during the natural life of each, 

(Iv) expenses for the maintenance, reri- 
dence and education of the sons (indud- 
!ng adopted son) and gnmdsocs of Motl 
Lalb until they respectivdy attain the 
age of eighteen years. 

(v) expenses for the maintenance of 
the daughters and grand-daughters of 
Moti Lall, until they are respectively 
married, a sum not exceeding Bs. 3.000 
being earmarked for the marriage of each 
In a suitable manner, 

(vi) expenses for the upkeep of a 
motor-car or of a carriage and a carriage- 
horse, so long as Moti Lall is not in a 
position, by his own earnings, to meet the 
same, or in case Moti by his own 
earnings, is capable of defraying any por- 
tion of such expenses, the expenses by 
the trustees lor payment of the defidt 
amount, and 

(vii) expenses for the funeral and 
"shrad” ceremonies of the settlor Modhoo 
Sooden. at a sum not exceeding Ks, 1500, 
of his son Moti l.all, at a sum not exceed- 
ing Es, l.OQD, and of his dau^ter-in-laW 
Nandarani, at a sum not exceed!^ 
Bs. 500. 

A formidable list of duties, by any stand- 
ard, imposed upon the trustees by the 
m a k er of the trust— duties which mean 
expenses on quite a large scale to be met 
out of the corpus of the trust-estate. And 
what fs the corpus? "116" Is one. and 
much the most important too. And what 
Is the other, the only other, going by the 
trust-deed? Eighteen types of ornaments 
7-g old, pearl and diamond — and sijrtee" 
types of furniture listed in the secon 
schedule to the trust-deed. "116” U lisi 
ed in the first schedule. This then is tb 
whole of the corpus of the trust-estati 
Ornaments and furniture do not yiel 
any running income. Do they? Vo 
niay sell them outright; but that Is ano 
ther matter. The house, whi^ Is "116’ 
does. But how much such running In 
rome from "116” in the shape of ren 
comes to? About Rs. 1100 or Bs. 120( 
as Dalim Kumar says to his evidenc 
(o. 69). I take it, tiiough he does no 
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say so, the rent is so ; Rs. 1100 or Rs. 1200 
a month. Not that Dalim Kumar’s evi- 
dence has anything to merit commenta- 
tion. It has little. Fencing is indeed 
writ large upon the whole of his evi- 
dence. Bom in September 1932, as the 
entry in the birth register, exhibit A, 
goes to show, he is thirty-three years of 
age at the time he gives evidence In 
court. So he admits too (q. 15). Inci- 
dentally, there has been cross-examina- 
tion yet about the birth certificate, the 
certified copy of which — exhibit A is 
just that over the signatxure of the Chief 
Executive Officer, Municipal Corporation, 
Chandemagore, — is automatic evidence 
as a public document under the conjoint 
effect of Sections 35 and 77 of the Ew- 
dence Act (1 of 1872). More, it "is evi- 
dence and conclusive evidence unless dis- 
proved”: Nanliak Lall v. Baijnath Agar- 
walla. AIR 1935 Pat 474, and if I may 
refer to my decision without any Impro- 
priety, Anil Krishna Basak v. Sailendra 
Nath Paul, (1965) 69 Cal W 593 at 
p. 602; 

28. XX XX XX 

XX XX XX 

Even on December 21, 1939, when Moti 
Lall retired* as a trustee and nominated 
Nandarani as the sole trustee, by a deed 
of appointment, exhibit B, in the sche- 
dule thereto, the rent in his share _ of 
“116” was put as Rs. 160 a month since 
July 1937. If that is taken as the yard- 
stidc, the true intention on the part of 
the settlor not to put a dog on the 
powers of the trustees proves itself. Sure 
enough, with Rs. 160 a month, none of 
the imposing array of duties imposed 
upon the trustees can ever be performed 
unless they know how to weld a magic 
wand. Yet let me stretch in favour of 
the plaintiffs to the breaking point and 
assume that the income from "116” was 
Rs. 1100 or Rs. 1200 a month. 

29. Is that even reasonably enough 
for so many finandal obligations cast 
upon the trustees, of whom the settlor 
Modhoo Sooden is one, by the trust-deed, 
and for so many years to come? Let it 
be remembered too that the settlor is 
none too solvent then. “116” itself is at 
the relevant time imder an agreement 
for sale to Sreelal Chamaria lor 
Rs. 45,000, out of which Modhoo Sooden 
has received Rs. 1,000. More, it has been 
stipulated that, until completion of the 
sale to Chamaria, Modhoo Sooden will 
get from him Rs. 490 a month. See para- 
graph 12; C ante. VTith the agreement 
for sale rescinded, as indeed it was res- 
cinded. that income goes. Placed so, and 
with so many financial obligations to be 
discharged over the years in future, will 
Eudi a one intend to tie up "116” in the 
manner it is tied up. because of the words 
“for such purpose"? And how cripnled 
the trustees be, because of these 


words, is plsdn to be seen. I am now 
looking a little beyond mortgage, to 
realize the full impact of the limitation 
caused by the words “for such purpose”. 
For such purpose, that is, for the purpose 
of periodic variation in investments of 
the second type (paragraph 18), if they 
come_ mto existence ever, because the 
liabilities the trustees have to wre^e 
with look much more than the assets 
they have on their hands, they have the 
power to seU, mortgage, charge, lease or 
dispose of “116”. Now, let not tte milieu 
of “116” be forgotten for a moment. It 
is in Cotton Street. Cotton Street Is 
Cotton Street in Burrabazar area of the 
town of Calcutta, the very hub of trade 
and commerce, — a notorious fact I take 
judicial notice of. Suppose, the trustees 
have a proposal for a lease with a fat 
rent and fatter premimn within the 
bounds of law. But no investments of 
the second type there are. Upon all I 
see, there appears to be little chance of 
such investment having been there. Or 
even if they are there, no variation there- 
of can be done. In such a contingency, 
the trustees cannot enter into such a 
lease. By the "for such purpose” clause, 
to enter into a lease is subiect to taboo 
upon the trustees: "No variation of in- 
vestment, (assuming it to exist, its very 
existence ever being open to the gravest 
doubt), no lease, no matter how fat the 
rent and how fatter the premium”. Thus, 
the source of so huge an extra income 
remains dried up, with no possibility of 
the augmentation of the capital, even 
though the finandal liabilities go on 
mounting over the years, — and all be- 
cause of the "for such purpose” clause. 
And this is only illustrative, not exhaus- 
tive. It udll be, indeed, an exercise In 
futility trying to demonstrate that a 
house property in Cotton Street may 
prove a veritable gold mine, if properly 
handled, free of shackles. Can a prudent 
man, therefore, bring himself to believe 
that such restriction imposed by the "for 
such purpose” dause is the true inten- 
tion, at the time of the creation of the 
trust, of the settlor, a prudent man too 
and the ovmer of "116” in a covelable 
part as this of the town of Calcutta? Or 
will not a prudent man take it for grant- 
ed tliat that is a mistake which does not 
reflect the true intention of tljc settlor? 
The latter view appears to bo far more 
probable. No wonder, the settlor goes 
for a deed of rectification and says as 
much, so soon as he discovers such a mis- 
take contrary to his intention and con- 
trary to the tenor of the trust-deed, as 
noticed in paragraph 14 ante. 

SO. Contnary to the tenor, because, 
calling upon the trustees to do so many 
things with cxpcn.'os galore for long 
years to come, extending even up to the 
fourth generation of the settlor, and to 
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fie UP "116”, full of potentiality for a 
considerable additional income, in dead- 
band for ever — and the "for such pur- 
pose” clause comes to that, in the iilti- 
mate analysis, go ill together. The 
burden then imposed upon the trustees 
becomes grossly xmeaual to the where- 
with^ to discharge such burden with. 
Siure enough, the eighteen types of orna- 
ments. — gold, pearl and diamond — , and 
the dJrteen types of furniture, list^ In 
the second schedule to the trust-deed and 
constituting the reddue of the corpus of 
the trust-estate, cannot throw in their 
weight with a view to tilting the scales 
and making the tmeauals eaual. 

31. Upon the whole, therefore, I find 
as a fact that, at the time the settlor 
creates the trust, his true intention Is — 
and such is the tenor of the trust-deed 
too — • that the trustees’ power to deal 
with “116”, the main corpus of the trust, 
are to be free and full, and not to be 
restricted by the "for such purpose” 
clause. Orfy through Inadvertence a 
clause as this is there in the trust-deed. 
And there is little to be surprised at such 
inadvertence, once what the trust-deed 
Is like be remembered. Schedules apart, 
it runs Into lour pages, closely written— 
a spedmen Indeed of fine penmanship. 
These loxm pages In turn contain between 
themselves ttvo hxmdred twenty-three 
lines. It in this background, the settlor 
cannot see the wood lor trees, what is 
there to cause surprise? I do ned see any. 
A mistake is a mistake. Even with the 
best care in the world, people do make 
mistakes from time to time. The settlor 
Modhoo Sooden does no more. 

32. In having come to this concluson. 

I have endeavoured never to lose right 
of the fact that, at the time Modhoo 
Sooden founds this trust his son Moti 
Liall is an undischarged insolvent, as klr. 
Sihha T^tly reminds me. Modhoo 
Sooden says just so in the deed itself, 
exhibit C, when speaking about his ^ee 

VU2£.'. 

" and the youngest Moti Lall Sain 

Is at present an undischarged bankrupt” : 
vide the bottom of the first page of the 
original deed of trust exhibit C, 

Mots, Modhoo Sooden Is not enthuriastic 
either, about the future of Moti LaU, the 
pleader, practising in the Small Causes 
Court Calcutta, as he Wmself records 
Immediately after the extract reproduced 
above: 

"And whereas the settlor Is desirous 
of making a provision for the mainten- 
ance of 1^ son, the said Moti LaU Sain, 
about whose success in his profesrion, the 
settlor is not certain, and of his family 
other than his first wife, Srimati Radba 
Rani Uassi. who is living separately.” 

It is, therefore, clear, as Mr. Sinha sub- 
mits, and li^tly, in my judgment that 


Modhoo Sooden, by the trust-deed, is 
mgkin g provisions for his son Moti La^ 
Mofi Lab’s second vrife Nandarani, thrir 
children and their children's children. 
Be it so. From this, the inference by no 
means follows that his true intention at 
the time is to tie up "116” by the "for 
such purpose” clause. A consideration as 
this cannot outweigh the conriderations 
which lead me to hold that the true In- 
tention of the settlor, at the time be 
creates the trust, is to leave the power 
of the trustees to deal with "116” unfet- 
tered and unrestricted. ’That apart, sol- 
vent or insolvent, discharged bapkrupt 
or undischarged bankrupt, Moti Lall is 
practically his only son at the relevant 
time. As he himself says in the trust- 
deed. of the three sons of his, the eldest 
Nandalall died unmarried in or about 
1909. the second KanaUall has. become a 
eannyasi whom he has. therefore, disin- 
herited. and the third is Moti LaU- And 
to this practically lone son of his, he 
^ves pride of place, only next to him. In 
all matters of importance, throughout the 
trust-deed. Sale-proceeds have to be in- 
vested? Investments have to be varied? 
WeU. the approval of the settlor is a pre- 
condition, during his lifetime; and after 
his death, the approval of Mofi Lall. The 
settlor is not discarding Moti Lall. even 
though he is an undischarged Insolvent 
And that Moti LaU is made s co-trustee 
with the settlor himself has been noticed. 
This manner o! confidence In the eon 
Moti Lall continues right up to the death 
of the settlor Modhoo Sooden. when he 
leaves behind him a will by which this 
very son of his. Moti LalL Is appointed 
executor. The date of Modhoo Sooden's 
death is April 8. 1939 — more than seven 
years after execution of the trust-deed on 
Jamury 20, 1932. The wfil has duly 

been probated too, the date thereof being 
August 10, 1939 or thereabouts. Ab this 
is to be found in Moti Lab’s own docu- 
ment. the deed of appointment of a new 
trustee, exhibit B, by which he retires 
Irom tne obice ol trustee, temporarily 
though, and nominates, just In keeping 
with the deed of trust, exhibit C, his wife 
Nandaranl as the sole trustee. The date 
of a deed as this, exhibit B, Is December 
21, 1939. So, Moti Lab having been an 
undischarged insolvent can hardly be re- 
garded as a mirror reflecting the settlor's 
true intention to tie up " 116 ” hy the "foe 
such purpose”' clause. On top of that, 
that consideration of ab considerations re- 
mans (paragraph 29) and may be stated 
at the risk of repetition. , With Rs. 160 
as the monthly income frorn*"116”, the 
performance Iw the trustees of so many 
duties. Involving expenses and expenses 
over the years, brings the trust-deed on 
the verge of ridicule and absurdity. 
Surely, the settlor’s intention Is not ^ to 
rurii In for a «hgm trust-deed, with a view 
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to blufSng himsdf, his son and daughter- 
in-law, their children and their children’s 
children. With Ks. 1100 or Rs. 1200 as 
the monthly income from "116”, the sett- 
lor does not land himself in such an ab- 
surdity. Even then, if the income re- 
mains stagnant, though "116”, because it 
is "116”, is full of possibility for earning 
more and more, it becomes impossible 
for the trustees to do what they are called 
upon to. up to the fourth generation of 
the settlor, in terms of the trust-deed. 
So, I reiterate my conclusion that the in- 
tention of the settlor, from the very be- 
ginning, is to leave unfettered the powers 
of the trastees to deal with "116”, and 
not fettered by the "for such puipose” 
clause: just what the settlor himself 
affirms in the rectification deed. 

33. The authorities Mr, Sinha refers 
me to do not reach the contentions he 
advances. Tucker v. Bennett, decided on 
December 17, 1887, but come into the re- 
ports in 1888, (18871 38 Ch D 1, is not a 
case of a voluntary deed which the sett- 
lor is out to set aside or rectify, just as 
is the case before me. It is a case of a 
marriage settlement, no .doubt of a volim- 
tary character, — a settlement which 
the plaintiff, Mrs. Mary Tucker, for 
whose marriage the settlement was made 
by her father, wants to be modified in a 
manner so as not to prevent her having 
the power to .dispose of her after-acquir- 
ed property, even in the event of there 
being no children of the marriage. Up 
to the date of the litigation, she has none. 
And, by the very terms of the settlement. 
In default of children, she has no power 
of appointment over her after-acquired 
property. Certainly, a case as this re- 
quires strong evidence to justify rectifi- 
cation; the more so, as the instrument is 
a marriage settlement, and "it is impossi- 
ble to recall the marriage, or to remit the 
parties to the same position in which they 
were before the marriage”, as observes 
Lopes, L. J. ; page 16 of the report. Can 
thiR be said of the case on hand? By his 
deed of rectification, Modhoo Sooden 
remits the parties (including himself) to 
the same position in which they were 
before the deed of trust on January 20, 
1932. 

34- That apart, in the case under re- 
view, rectification is sought not by the 
settlor, but by his daughter, and that too 
through court. In the case on hand, 
rectification is sought and made by the 
settlor without the intervention 

of the court, and with the concurrence of 
all concerned. Again, what counts is the 
evidence of the settlor’s intention. If the 
evidence shows that the settlor had an 
Intention different from what the deed 
reveals Court do alter the settlement. The 
Tucker case, (1887) 38 Ch D 1 is conspi- 
cuous by the absence of evidence of such 
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intention. As Cotton, LJ. observes at 
page 14 of the report: 

"N’o'w no one for a moment doubts that 
where it is shewn that the actual con- 
tract and intention of the contracting 
parties was different from that which is 
expressed in the deed, the Court has 
jurisdiction to alter it. But there is an 
enomous difference between altering a 
settl^ent under these circumstances, and 
altering a settlement when there is no 
evidence whatever that there was a 
different intention at the time when the 
deed was executed, as is the case here” 
The enormous difference between the 
Tucker case, 1887-38 Ch D 1 and the case 
on hand lies jurt here No evidence of 
a different intention in the one, but ample 
evidence in the other of an intention not 
to be fettered by the "for such purpose” 
clause; such evidence being in the shape 
of the very contents of the trust-deed, as 
analysed above, and the rectification- 
deed, which is nothing but a solemn 
declaration by the settlor himseK as to 
what his true intention was, at the time 
the trust-deed was executeL” 

35. More, in the passage just quoted 
from Cotton, L.J.’s judgment, lies the 
answer to another contention of 
•Sinha: 

"Take a hypothetical case. Say, Modhoo 
Sooden, the settlor, raises an action him - 
self for rectification of the deed of trust 
by deletion of the 'for such purpose’ 
clause. Will you grant him a decree 
without insisting on other evidence?” 

By "other evidence” is meant the evi- 
dence of the solicitors entrusted with the 
drawing up of the deed of trust, surely 
on the foot of Modhoo Sooden’s instruc- 
tions, and that again in the light of the 
change of solicitors when the deed of 
rectification comes to be made. To a 
hypothetical question as this, I shall give 
a hypothetical answen 
"Yes; I shall grant him a decree if I 
can bring myself to believe what he says 
in the witness-box, the test in a court 
of law being qualitative, not quantitative 
(Section 134 of the Evidence Act), it 
being so futile to expect ewdence in the 
ideal sense, and the tenor of the deed as 
a whole going ill with the fetters impos- 
ed by the 'for such purpose’ clause; so 
much so, that it makes the deed a sham 
document And yet the deed will be 
clothed with sacrosanctity beyond repair.* 

In sum, the test is that laid down by 
Cotton, L.J. : Actual intention different 
from that which is expressed in the deed? 
By that test all I see and have referred 
to in the foregoing lines completely satis- 
fies me that the intention of Alodhoo 
Sooden, at the relevant time, is different 
from that the "for such purpose” clause 
expresses. 

3G. At first sight it may look that the 
way I have been proceeding in reading 
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the intention of Modhoo Sooden, at the 
time he executes the trust-deed, as also 
in answering the hypothetical question 
posed by Mr. Sih^ is not the way in 
which Kekewich J. proceeded in Bonhote 
V. Henderson, (1895) 1 Ch 743, another 
case Mr. Sinha refers me to. But if the 
matter is looked into a little closely, it 
will be found that that is not so. On the 
contrary, there are observations there 
supporting the view I have been going 
by. In August 1894, the plaintiffs Issued 
the writ In the action to rectify the volun- 
tary settlement they had made on July 
15. 1880. So they did. because they had 
recently discovered that the deed did not 
carry out their real intention which was 
that each of their two unmarried nieces 
shouli in default of her having children, 
have the right to dispose of the capital of 
her fund as she pleased by vnll, and not 
that the power of disposition, on the 
death of one niece without children, 
would go over to the surviving niece. 
Upon such facts, I cull and indeed quote 
from the report Kekewich, J. first heard 
it as a non-witness action on affidavit 
evidence and thereafter postponed it to 
be heard as a witness-action. The In- 
capadtv of the plaintifls. In very Infirm 
health thea— one was over aeventy-four. 
and the other over eighty years of age- 
rendered It Impossible to cross-examine 
them, or to obtain from them information 
on the points which their afBdavit left at 
large So handicapped, upon the whole 
of the affidavit evidence and such oral 
evidence as was posdble to be led, Keke- 
wich J. held, to put it In the form of 
propoatlons.— 

A. “It is possible, and indeed probable, 
that they (the plaintiffs) did not thorough- 
ly understand how the provisions of tte 
settlement would or'might work out. and 
even careful explanation might have faO- 
ed to make them grasp the possible 
results.” 

B. "What I think most likely is. that 
thery were content to adopt acnd art on 
Mr. Henderson’s advice (Mr. Henderson 
being an equity counsel, a nephew, and 
a trusted friend of theirs), and to believe 
that the settlement was best in the form 
into which he had altered It.” 

C. "At any rate, 1 do not see my way 
to reforming a deed on these the only 
available materials, notwithstanding that 
now it operates otherwise than is wished, 
even though, as was strongly urged, the 
proposed rectification would bring the 
settlement more into harmony with re- 
cognised preredents, and the reasonable 
views of ladies desiring to make provi- 
sion for unmarried nieces.” 

37. Now/ how do these propositions 
work out in the context of facts before 
me? ’ \ 

Proposition A is just 'In consonance 
with what 1 have held in^paragraph 31 


ante, going by the contents of the trust- 
deed — the best evidence in the circum- 
stances. The more so. as the mother- 
tongue of the plaintiffs in the Bonhotte 
case. 1895-1 Ch 743 was English; but the 
mother-tongue of Modhoo Sooden was 
not; and the deed of trust, exhibit C. Is 
couched ^roughout in what purists call 
•legal’ English or "legal language”, and 
bracket it with "esoteric jargon,” — sime 
enough, much too much for one like 
Modhoo Sooden. 

Proposition B is nothing but a finding 
of fact come to by Kekewich J. upon 
the whole of materials he had had put be- 
fore him, the finding being that the plain- 
tiffs believed the settlement altered fay 
Mr. Henderson to be the best Here upon 
the whole of the materials it is impossi- 
ble to find so. It need hardly be empha- 
sized that a case cannot be an authority 
on a question of fact: Neta Ram v. Jiwan 
LaL AIR 1963 SC 499. 

Proposition C follows, as a matter ol 
course, from the fact found, uyjon evi- 
dence. In proposition B. Once it is found 
as a fact that the true intention of the 
eetUor, at the time he makes the settl- 
ment. is, say. X. it is futile to say that 
X plus 1 or X minus 1 brings the settle- 
ment more in harmony with the reason- 
able views of ladies desiring to make pro- 
virion for tmmarried nieces. When the 
settlor’s intention is X. found as a fact 
upon evidence, what does it matter that 
reforming the deed this way or that way 
brings the settlement more in harmony 
with this view or tliat, however reason- 
able it may be? It is not the court’s 
settlement, according to what It considers 
to be reasonable. It is the settlement of 
the settlor. And his intention is clear. 
So. his intention will prevail over every- 
thing else. 

Proposition C cannot, therefore, be at- 
tracted here. It cannot be. because the 
very internal evidence bv the 

trust-deed itself, containing amongst 
others a mistake, "patent and palpable”, 
and evincing an impossibility or a near- 
impossibUity of carrying out the mandate 
of the trust, leads me to find as a fact 
that the true intention of the settlor was 
to remain xmtrammelled by the "for such 
purpose” clause. See paragraphs 22-32 
ante. 

S8. There is a little more yet about 
the Bonhotte case, 1895-1 Ch 743. The 
decision of Kekewich J., refusing to re- 
form the deed and dismissing the action, 
was carried on appeal: Bonhotte v. Hen- 
derson, (1895) 2 Ch 202. The court of 
appeal (Lindley, Lopes and Kay I* JJ.) 
examined the evidence and found it 
wholly insufficient to shew that the In- 
tention, at the time the settlement was 
made, was different from that carried Into 
effect by the settlement Their Lord- 



Dalim Ktiinar v. ISTandarani P. Mukherji J.) [Prs. 38-42] Cal. 307 


1970 

diips. therefore, dismissed the appeal, 
but laid down no principle beyond refer- 
ring to the observations of Cotton L.J. at 
the close of his judgment in the Tucker 
case, (1887) 38 Ch D 1. Those observa- 
tions are: 

"It requires very clear and distinct evi- 
dence to,- shew that there was some diffe- 
rent intention at the time when the settle- 
ment was executed, and, with the excep- 
tion of this, WoUast'on v. Tribe, (1869) 
9 Eq 44, there is hardly a single case 
when many years after the settlement 
was executed, on mere parol evidence, 
uncontradicted, because there was none 
to contradict it, the Court has altered a 
deed because one of the parties after- 
wards desired that it should not stand as 
it was executed.” 

Here what I have before me is much 
more than mere parol evidence : the in- 
ternal evidence of the trust-deed itself 
which, in the light of all surrounding cir- 
cumstances, demotes the trust created to 
a farce and shows the settlor to be a con- 
Eiunmate hypocrite, if the "for such pur- 
pose” clause is regarded as his true inten- 
tion. And delay? Only a little less than 
four years and a half in the case on hand; 
whereas in the Tucker case. (1887) 38 Ch 
ID 1, the delay was fourteen years from 
1871, the year of the settlement to 1885, 
the year in which the action was brought 
and in the Bonhotte case, 1895-1 Ch 743, 
the delay was as much, from July 15, 
1880. the date of the voluntary settle- 
ment, to August 1894, when the plaintiffs 
issued the writ in their action. 

39. Then, delay is not the answer; 
evidence • is, delay or no delay. The 
authority Mr. Sen cites: Walker v. Arm- 
strong. (1856) De G M & G 531, illustrates 
the point A list of dates, about the 
facts of this case is apt to assist one’s 
convenience: 

1. June 1824. 

A settlement made on the marriage ox 
the plaintiff Captain Walker and his late 
wife Anne Walker gave a joint power of 
appointment to them over the whole, and 
also a power of testamentary appointment 
(notwithstanding covertxu-e) over some 
of the real estates in .contest in this liti- 
gation. 

2. May 17, 1825. 

On the discovery, sometirae after the 
execution of the marriage settlement, 
that, according to the limitations put in 
there, contrary to the wishes of the sett- 
lors, the daughters of a son of the marri- 
age would not in any event taite. and that 
Mrs. Walker would not be able to dispose 
of the estate not derived from her bro- 
ther. Accordingly, these errors %vere 
rectified by a deed on this date (hlay 17, 


1825), Captain Walker and his wife being 
of one part and the trustees of the other 
part thereto. (Cl the deed of rectifica- 
tion in the case on hcuid.) 

3. February 28, 1827. 

Mrs. Walker made her wiU. reciting 
the power contained in the original settle- 
ment, and also every other power enabl- 
ing her so to do. 

4. October 24, 1840. 

On this date again, contrary to the in- 
tention of the settlors, they appointed aU 
the estates to such uses as they (Captain 
and Mrs. Walker) should by deed appoint, 
^d in default thereofi during the joint 
lives of Captain and Mrs. Walker, as to 
one half in trust for Captain Walker and 
as to the other half, in trust for the sepa- 
rate use of Mrs. Walker, and after the 
decease of either to the use of the survi- 
vor for life, and after the decease of the 
survivor, to such uses as Mrs. Walker 
should by deed or will appoint etc. 

5. December 1854. 

Mrs. Walker died without issue. 

41. Upon these facts, could the will 
Mrs. Walker had made on February 28, 
1827 stand? It is a will she had neither 
altered nor revoked until her death in 
December 1854. Still it could not stand 
if the deed of October 24, 1840, operated 
as a revocation, as indeed it did ex facie. 
But upon evidence it stood proved mani- 
festly that in order to cure the defect in 
the instrument of May 17. 1825, the in- 
strument of October 24, 1840. was pre- 
pared and framed, materially beyond in- 
structions and authority, and executed 
too in error. So, the will stood. Hence 
I say. evidence is the answer, not delay, 
which in the Walker case, 1856 De G M 
& G 531 is plain to be seen : sixteen years 
from 1824 to 1840. without the interven- 
tion of the court, and more than thirty 
years, 1824 to beyond 1854 when Mrs. 
Walker died, giving rise to the litigation 
and intervention of the court thereafter. 

42. Because of mistakes, not once but 
thrice, in 1824, 1825 and 1840, and that 
too by those whom law holds out to lay- 
men to be competent In such matters, it 
will not be perhaps out of place to notice 
how Knight Bruce L.J. opens his judg- 
ment in the Walker case. 1856 De G M & 

G 531 — an opening Kekewich J. des- 
cribes in the Bonhotte case, 1895-1 Ch 
743 as "famous for an example of Lord 
Justice Knight Bruce’s humour”: 

"This litigation owes its origin to tlie 
manner in which a series of professional 
gentlemen in the north of England per- 
mitted themselves to transact, or in more 
accurate phrase to entangle and perflcx, 
some legal business intrusted to their 
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care. These licenced pilots undertook to 
steer a post-captain throu^ certain not 
very narrow straits of toe law, and XTith 
atmndance of sea room ran aground 
on every shoal they could make. First 
In 1824. then in 1825, and again some 
years afterwards, was the gallant ofBcer 
encumbered with help of a description 
for wWch he could perhaps supply a bet- 
ter term than I can." 

In toe case on hand, "the licenced pilots 
ran llodhoo Sooden agroimd only on one 
shoal : the shoal of toe "for such purpose’* 
clause, which is self-defeating, not only 
because of the mistake, "patent and pal- 
pable”, pointed out above (paragraphs 
22-24 ante), but also because of a solemn 
trust being brought on toe verge of ridi- 
cule and absurdity for reasons stated In 
the foregoing lines (paragraphs 25-32 
ante). But soon enough, — not even be- 
fore the expiry ol five years — , by when 
things remained as they were, with no 
vestrf rights to be defeated, Modhoo 
Sooden detected the mistake and cured It, 
luckily not running Into a fresh mistake 
like toe Walkers, and that too with "the 
Consent and concurrence” of a31 concern- 
ed, as testified to by the rignatures of all 
to the rectificatioa deed, la toe Walker 
case, 1856 De G M & G 531. toe mistakes 
were proved manlfesUy by evidence. 
Here also the solitary mtgtatto is proved 
to demonstration, so to say, by toe in- 
ternal evidence of the original trust-deed 
Itself and the surrounding circumstances, 
strengthened so much toe more by the 
rectification deed, the author thereof and 
of toe trust-deed being one and the same 
person Modboo Sooden who t^es toe 
precaution of having toe consent and 
signatures of all concerned. 


is not toe only way to reach rectification 
either. As I have 'made it dear, I am 
cot going that way at all. I am going 
instead by the internal evidence furnish- 
ed by toe deed. And in support thereof 
I find the following in this very article i 
article 1684. Mr. Sinha quotes — 

" ... ... notwithstanding toe absence of 
any evidence from sources oiitside toe 
settlement, or from any recital contained 
within it. that a mistake has been made, 
the deed Itself may afiord sufficient 
evidence of the Intention to enable toe 
Court to rectify toe mist^e." 

What enables the Cotmt to rectify the mis- 
take enables Modboo Sc^en so to do. I 
have held no more. And in so far as this 
article summarises the law Md down in 
toe Tudcer (1887) 38 Ch D 1 and Bonhotte 
case, 1895-1 Ch 743 I have little to add 
what goes before. The other article Mr. 
Sinha refers me to t Art 1707 at page 919 
itod: merits like treatment 


44. Mr. Sen, on the other hand, takes 
me to Art 1409, at page 839 of Halsbury’s 
Laws of England, 3rd edn., volume 38, 
which bears: 

"Where by mistake an Instrument creaf- 
tng trust of property does not express the 
Intention of the disposer, it will be can- 
celled or rectified according as the true 
Intention of the disposer requires." 
Modhoo Sooden did no more. 


45. Jlr. Sen refers me also to page XI7 
fOl Underhill’s Law of Trusts and Trustees, 
noth edn., where I come across a sucdnct 
summary of the law laid down in the 
Walker case, (1856) 8 De G M & G 531 I 
have governed myself by. 


' 43. I have also been referred to lEe 
law eummarised in Halsbury's IjOws of 
England, htr. Sinha cites a^de 1634 at 
page 908. 3rd edition. In support of his 
contention that mere parol evidence. In 
absence of instructions for preparing tbe 
conveyance and the like, cannot vary a 
settlement already made. But parol ca- 
dence on oath is not valueless dther. To 
notice toe observations of Kekewich J. 
In the Bonhotte case, 1895-1 Ch 743 — o^ 
servatlons which lend s u p po rt to the view 
I have taken, as stated la paragraph 36 
ante: 

"It may be too mudi to say toal no 
effect is to be given to a statement on 
oath that if the settlor had known the 
deed to be what it Is he or she wroxild not 
have executed It.” 

Here also it Is too much to say that no 
effect is to be given to the solemn decla- 
ration of Modhoo Sooden in the deed of 
rectification. Parol evidence of tbe sett- 
lor. coupled with evidence in the shape of 
Instructions for preparation of toe deed. 


46. In sum, what counts fa toe true 
Intention of the settlor. Once that fa 
satisfactorily established, as it Is here, the 
mere fact that the trust-deed conveys by 
way of settlement the trust-proper^ I^ 
revocably* does not mean that toe deed 
cannot be reformed. True It fa, as Mr. 
Sinba ixjints out, that the words "irre- 
vocably" and "iiTCTOcable” have been used 
In the original deed more thii once. So 
what? A clear mistake being there, the 
Intention of the settlor being not mani- 
festly what the deed expresses It to be, 
irrevocability can be no bar to the deed’s 
rectification, as Mr. Sen contends, 
lightly, in my judgment, 

4T. Tbfa concludes aH I have been ad- 
dressed upon, on toe first Is^e. which I 
reproduce below, so that one may not 
have to put his thumb across toe pre^us 
pages in order to find out what It fa. not- 
at the same time, my answers ^ong- 
Bde. in toe light of all that goes before 
from paragraph 12 ante: 

*See paragraph ^2: B ante. 
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(hj ; The trustee or trustees may 
iDortgaRe *'116”, having been con- 
ferred- by the trust-deed the re- 
quisite power so to do. 


48. I now faEe up the next two issues, 
issues numbering 2 and 3, which raise the 
questions of Nandarani’s power to execute 
the mortgage-deed of November 29, 1946, 
and the validity thereof, as also of the 
deed of further charge dated January 19. 
1949. 

49. Nandarani is, at the relevant time, 
the sole trustee to the estate of Modhoo 
Sooden Sain. She is appointed as such 
by her husband Moti Lall Sain who re- 
tires from trustee-ship. This is in con- 
formity with the provisions of the trust- 
deed and is not in the realm of contro- 
versy. The deed of appointment by Moti 
Lall is dated December 21. 1939. exhibit 
B, which is not in the realm of contro- 
versy. either. (1) 

50. Almost seven years after her ap- 
pointment as the sole trustee to the estate 
of her father-in-law Modhoo Sooden. she 
executes tide mortgage, now impugned, for 

25.000. not as respects the undmded 
4/21st share of her father-in-law in 116 
Cotton Street, the whole of which ad- 
measures 11 cottahs 8 chittaks and 34 
square feet(2), but as respects what is 
allotted in partition suit No. 1152 of 1909, 
namely, lot A{3). — and it was so allotted 
on June 19. 1944, or thereabouts — . ad- 
measuring 1 cottah 14 chittaks and 3 
square feet, as mentioned in the schedule 
to the mortgage-deed, exhibit 1. SVhat are 
the grounds on which a mortgage as this 
is impugned? The grounds are three. 
One, Nandarani had no power to execute 
the mortgage she did. Two. she executed 
the mortgage -without the consent of her 
husband Moti Lall(4). Three, a mortgage 
as this contravenes the pro-rtsions of the 
trust-deed. The first two grounds cover 
issue No. 2. And the third covers issue 
No. 3. 

51. None of the groxmds can receive 
effect Here are ilie answers thereto 
seriatim; 

52. One, by virtue of the original derf 
of trust as reformed by the deed of recti- 
fication. with the "for such purpose” ex- 
cised and deemed to have there never, the 
power of Nandarani. the sole trustee to 
the estate of Modhoo Sooden Sain, to ex- 
ecute the mortgage she did. do^ not ap- 
pear t o be arguable even. And it has not 

(1) Paragraph 7 ante 

(2) Paragraph 12 ; B ante. 

(3) Paragraph 7 ante. 

(4) Paragraph 8 : C ante. 


been argued either. What has been argu- 
ed instead is lack of Nandarani’s power 
because of the "for such purpose" clause. 
But it has not been possible for me to ac- 
cept such argument, resting on a clause 
which, because of the rectification deed, 
must be deemed to have never existed in 
the trust-deed. 

53. Two. the consent of Moti Lall fo 
such mortgage is evidenced by Moti Lall’s 
letter dated May 12. 1946*. exhibit 3, to 
the address of Nandaram, whom he ad- 
dressed as "Madam” and to whom he 
communicated, by this letter, his "ap- 
proval and consent” to her proposal "to 
raise a Iom of Hs. 25,000 on a mortgage 
of the divided 4/21 shares of premises 

No. 116 Cotton Street” at a 

specified interest, and that too, in accor- 
dance with "the directions contained in 
the Deed of Trust Settlement executed by 
my late father Modhoo Sooden Sain 
on 20-1-32.” And Nandarani did 
mortgage just that on November 29, 
following. Dalim Kumar Sain, the first 
plaintiS and the only witness of the plain- 
tiffs. seeks to escape from such an incon- 
venient position, by trying not to admit 
his father Moti Lall’s signature on this 
letter dated May 12, 1946. But ultimately 
he gives in and admits that the signa- 
ture "seems” to be his father’s. And he 
is one who saw his father sign on many 
an occasion. Upon such evidence, Moti 
Lall’s signature on this letter is tendered 
and marked exhibit 3-A, and very rightly 
too. because, by such evidence Dalim 
Kumar’s acquaintance with the rignature 
of his father, within the meaning of the 
Explanation to Section 47 of the E-ridence 
Act, is well proved. That being so, even 
the opinion evidence of a non-expert, 
which Dalim Kumar is, becomes good 
evidence to go by. No doubt, Dalim 
Kumar perrists in 'fencing’ after having 
been good enough to admit the little that 
goes before Buf that cannot pay. What 
a type he is can best be judged by tiiist 
confronted with the signature of Moti 
Lall in the deed of trust, exhibit C, about 
w^hich there is not even a breath of a 
controversy, first he will say no more 
than — 

'Tt appears fo be tl;e agnature of my. 
father.”; (q. 491). 

Pressed to give a firm ansv.’cr, he con- 
descends to say: 

•Paragraph 7(iii) ante. 
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nt Is mv father’s sicnature.” : q. 492fa). 
Such Is Dalim Kumar who attempts, but 
in vain, to evade the obvious. In vain, 
because his imtrustworlhiness apart there 
Is the evidence of the second defendant 
L I. C's employee Naresh Chandra 
Maiumdar in whose presence MoU Lall 
signed the letter of May 12, 1946. in his 
the then office foo- 23-26) And upon such 
evidence, the whole of that letter gets Into 
evidence, and very rightly too. If 1 may 
say so. as exhibit 3. First and last the 
non-controversial signatures of Mod. Lall 
in the trust-deed, exhibit C. and the recti- 
fication-deed. exhibit D. have only to be 
compared with his signature on this letter 
of May 12. 1946. exhibit 3. in order to be 
convinced that the signatories are one and 
the same person: Moti Lall Sain. It is. 
therefore, impossible to say that Nanda- 
rani executed the mortgage without the 
consent of Mod LalL 

53-A. Three, it Is a mere rehash of 
what goes under "one” above (paragraph 
52). No provisions of the trust-deed, as It 
stands after the deed of rectification, are 
contravened by Nandarani’s mortgage. 

54. What holds good about the mort- 
gage of November 29. 1940. holds equally 
good about the deed of further charge 
dated January 19. 1949. One is Indeed in 
continuation of the other-»a amall loan of 
Ba. S.OOO following as a matter of course 
a big loan of Rs. 25,000. taken with the 
prior written consent of Moti Lall. go 
necessary in terms of the deed of trust 
Not that Moti Lall strains at a gnat and 
swallows a camel 

55. The ground I have covered so far 
from paragraph 48 is enough to answer the 
Issues I am on now. namely, issues 2 and 3. 
in favour of L 1. C.. the eecond defen- 
dant. But the matter, concerning Nanda- 
rani’s power to mortgage "116". the un- 
divided 4/21st share of Modhoo Sooden 
Sain, converted in 1944 or thereabouts In 
partition suit Na 1152 of 1909 into a divid- 
ed ^hare pro lanto. nameVy. lot A. may be 
examined from another point of viev,-. For 
such examination, let it be assumed that 
the deed of rectification fails In efiect. and 
that necessarily, therefore. T^ith the "for 
such purpose" clause in the oritdnal deed 
of trust, no e x p r ess power has been con- 
ferred upon Nandarani qua trustee to con- 
vey ”116” by mortgage, l^al follows 
then? Is Nandarani as trustee in that case 
destitute of any power whate\’er to enter 
into a mortgage? To consider the matter 
in this aspect 1 now proceed. 

58. To the original trust-deed again. It 
provides that the trust-estate shall be for 
the use. benefit and enioyment of the 
settlor, his son Moti LalL Moti Lall’s 
family, other than his first wife Ra d haranl. 

(a) For other questions, the answers to 

which have been dealt with here, see 

qq. 476-490. 


during the natural lives of the settlor, 
Moti Lall and Moti Lall’s second wife 
Nandarani, 

"subject however, to the payment of 
............ the costs of necessary repairs, 

if any. that the trustees may in their al>- 
solute discretion may think fit and pro- 
per ’’ 

The trust-deed, therefore, preserves. In 
the clearest possible terms, the implied 
discretionary power whidi vests, as a 
matter of course, in every trustee — the 
power to do all necessary for pro- 
tecting the trust-property, in which is In- 
cluded the power to take necessary steps 
for keeping the property in repair. Sec- 
tion 36 of the Trusts Act, 2 of 1882, pro- 
vides as much too; 

**In addition to the power expressly con- 
ferred by the instrument of 

trust. a trustee may do aU 

acts which are reasonable and proper lor 

the protection or ben^t of the 

trust-property 

I have quoted from Section 36 only the 
portion material for the point I am on 
now. So. the power of the trustee to keep 
the trust-property here in repair appears 
to be beyond question. The Instrument 
of trust confers such power. So does the 
statute by Section 36. 

57. S. 34. Mr. Sinha refers me to Is no 

doubt there, enabling a trustee to apply 
for direction of the Court on the simple 
questions touching the management or ad- 
ministration of the trust-property. But It 
is an enabling section, and no more. AU 
It says is: "Any trustee may. without in- 
stituting a suit apply by petition to a 
principal Civil Court of original jurisdic- 
tion Not that any trustee 

must So. Section 34 cannot In any 
manner take away the power, conferr^ 
on Nandarani qua trustee, by the instru- 
ment of trust and Section 36. to expend 
money for repair. 

58. That is not the big question before 
me. The lag question is: What was the 
repair like, if at all, for which Nandarard. 
the sole trustee, mortgage ”116”, the 
divided 4/2lst share of Modhoo Sooden 
therein, to raise two loans from India Pro- 
vident Co. Ltd.— one for Rs. 25.000 on 
November , 29. 1946. and another for 
Rs. 5.000 on January 29. 1949? One 
answer to the question Is In the mortgage- 
deed itself of November 29. 1946. exhiWt 
1. and in the following terms*: 

"And whereas by the Return filed In the 
records ol the said suit** and dated the 

19th day of June 1944 made by 

Mr. S. N. Bhattacharjee. Barrister-at-law, 
the Commissioner of partition , appointed 

•I^ges 9 & 10 of the mortgage^eed. ex- 
hibit 1. and page 41 of the brief of docu- 
ments, exhibit E. 

••Suit No. 1152 of 1009. See paragraph 7i 

fii) ante. 
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in the said suit, allotted to the mort- 
gaRor.d). for her 4/21 part or ^are in the 
said premises, lot A marked in the map 
or plan annexed thereto and coloured 
thereon in red. having an area of 1 cottah 
14 chittacks and 3 square, feet with build- 
ings and structures to be held and enjoyed 

by her in severalty ..... 

And whereas by the said Return the 
Commissioner of Partition directed the 
Mortgagor to do certain things mentioned 
in the said Return in order to make her 
lot separate and independent. 

And whereas pending the final connrma- 
tion of the said Return the said Mort- 
gagor did by an order dated the 22nd day 
of June 1944 made in the said suit take 
possession of the 4/21 part or share of the 

said premises allotted to her ’ 

After these illuminating recitals, necessi- 
ty proves itself. An undivided 4/21st part 
has to be divided, as directed by the Com- 
missioner for partition. _ and has to be 
xcnderad viabla, by making tha lot allot* 
ted. separate and independent. More. 
Nandarani has entered into possession of 
that which is undivided, but has to be 
divided so. The plaint by its averment 
in the 7th paragraph, admits the ^ of 
all this. Such alteration and addition, to 
make the lot separate and independent 
does need money, and not a little mon^ 
at that Thus, the note of urgency is 
plain to be seen. So, much more th^ 
necessity, urgent necessity, proves Itsem 
And "the touchstone of the authonty Is 
necessity”, to use the language of Pontifex 
J. quoted by Lord Davey in Sham S^der 
Lai v Achhan Kunwar. (1898) 25 Ind App 
J83 at P. 192. - ^ 

59. Another answer is furnished by the 
evidence of Naresh Chandra Majumdar. 
the sole witness of L. I. C„ an employee 
then of India Provident Co.. Ltd. deputed 
by the secretary of the company, he ins- 
pects the particular house, that is. 116. 

the house to be mortgaged — . sees its 

condition; whether it is falling down or 
not, whether it requires any repair or not : 
and reports verbally what he sees bom 
to the secretary and the accountant, bo 
he does before the company sanctions the 
loan. Such are the facts elicited partly on 
cross-examination of this witness and 
partly in. answer to Court (qq. 2(4-301 and 
315) The application for loan is rested 
on the allegation, as. Majumdar says, that 
the house is falling down. And he mspec^ 
the house to check it ; whether or no U 
is really falling down; whether or no it 
does need repa irs. In the course of his 

(1) Nandarani is the mortgagor. Upon the 
death of Modhoo Soodcn Sam on April 
8 193d (paragraph 32 ante), by an order 
dated July 11. 1941. such death was 
corded and Nandarani %vas sub^d^.lutM 
*m his place as plaintiff, in partition 

1152 of 1909: vide the earlier re- 
m the mortgage deed, exhibit 1. 


inspection, he sees the condition of the 
house which is old and very bad. requir- 
ing repairs (qq. 315 & 316). In so far as 
such oral, evidence refers to a fact which 
could be seen, it is the evidence of Majum- 
dar. a witness, who says he saw it. It is 
therefore, prirriary evidence within the 
meaning of Section 60 of the Evidence 
Act 1 of 1872. But in so far as he says 
that the object of the loan was to meet 
the expenses for repairs and additional 
constructions, plainly it is hearsay, just 
what Mr. Sinha contends, and rightly too, 
because, as the witness admits, the secre- 
tary of the company, not a witness, had 
told him so (qq. 319 & 320 read with 
qq. 317 & 318). 

60. Excise what is hearsay. Still what 
remain as admissible evidence, and good 
evidence at that, are — 

A. The condition of the building, an old 
one. is very bad and does need repairs. 

B. The 4/21 St undivided share, con- 
verted into lot A. has to be made separate 
and independent. 

61. Add to this a common-sense pro- 
position that an old house, made the sub- 
ject-matter of a trust-deed in 1932 in its 
undivided share, cannot but need repairs, 
alterations and additions, some fourteen 
years later, when it takes a new garb in 
the form of a divided share, to be parti- 
tioned. and in fact partitioned, by metes 
and bounds, as stated in paragraph 7 of 
the plaint. Not to do this little is not to 
preserve the trust-property, but to destroy 
it, or to put it on the path to a sure 
destruction. 

62. The conclusion, therefore, follows 
that Nandarani, backed by the written 
approval of her husband Moti Lall, had 
the requisite authority, in terms of the 
original instrument of trust, unamended 
by the rectification-deed, no less in terms 
of Sea 36 of the Trusts Act 2 of 1882, 
to enter into the two mortgages she did, 
unless, of course, there is anything to the 
contrary. Mr. Sinha contends that there 
is more than one thing to the contrary. 
What such things are may now be ex- 
amined one by ona 

63. The onus of proof of necessity, it 
is said, and rightly again, is on L. I. C, 
the statutory successor of the mortgage 
company, out to keep its security intact 
That appears to be settled la\v now, though 
Mr. Sinha has been good enough to refer 
me to the Sham Sunder Lai case. 1 898-25 
Ind App 183 on the point a casq. which 
rests on the restrictions on a Hindu 
widoyi’'s powers of alienation in olden 
davs. But another law equally well 
settled is that when the relevant facts are 
before the Court all that remains for dod- 
sion is what inference should be drawn 
from them, and the debate on onus Ls ren- 
dered purely academical as held by Sir 
Lav-Tcnce Jenkins In Seturatnam Axynr V, 
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Venkatachala Gounden, 47 Ind App 76 *» 
25 Cal WN 485 “ ILR 43 Mad 567=(Am 
1920 PC 671 and by Mr. Ameer All In 
Qiidambara Sivaprakasa Pandara Sanna- 
dhisal V. Veerama ReddI, (1922) 49 Ind 
App 286=27 Cal WN 245=ILR 45 Mad 586 
= (AIR 1922 PC 292). In the case on 
hand, the relevant facta are those tabulat* 
^ in para^phs 60 and 61 ante: (1) the 
very bad condition of the old building 
needins repairs after a long lapse of time 
and (ii) the Inevitability of alterations end 
additions in making the di^ded 4/21st 
share into a separate and Independent tmlt 
And the only reasonable Inference a 
prudent man can draw from these facts, 
indisputable, if not imdisputed, Is that the 
trustee Nandarani's necessity of the money 
raised by loans, to preserve the trust-pro- 
perty and to make it viable, appears to be 
geniiine. And the fact that India Pro- 
vident Co., Ltd., whose mantle has fallen 
upon L I. C., did make inquiries Is amply 
borne out hy Majumdar's eWdence, no 
less, but much more, by the recitals In 
the mortgage-deed Itself, traversing the 
entire hi^ry as to how Nandarani came 
by what she was mortgaging, and what 
lor: to make lot A an Independent unit. 
Certainly, all this shows the result of pro- 
per and bona fide inquiry as to the ex- 
istence of necessity In la^ 

Cl. Indeed, upon all that goes before, 
the onus cannot show Its head here. To 
use the language of Lord Dunedin In 
Robins V. National Trust Co.. Ltd. 1927 
AC 515: 

“ onus as a determhilng 

factor of the whole case can only arise U 
the tribunal finds the evidence pro and 
con so evenly balanced that It can come 
to no such concluaon. Then the onus wfll 
determine the matter. But If the tribunal, 
after hearing and wrighing the evid^ce, 
comes to a deteiminate conclurion, the 
onus has nothing to do with It. and need 
not further be conridered.'’ 

No question of proing and conning the ca- 
dence arises here. The evidence is such 
that there can be one and only one con- 
clusion: existence of necesaty in fact of 
the trustee Nandarani established by pro- 
per inquiry, hut for which the mortgagor 
would not have recited all she did in the 
mortgage-deed And it is a determinate 
conclusion. Why the debate then as to 
onus? 

65. The contention then Is that the 
question of repair is beyond pleadings, 
outside which I must not go. In support 
of a contention as this, reference has been 
made to Kanda v. Waghu, AIR 1950 PC 
68, M/s. Trojan and Co. v. Rm, N. N. 
Nagapoa Chettiar, 1953 SCB 789 = AIR 
1953 SC 235, Moran Mar Basselios Catho- 
lieos V. Thukalan Paulo Avira. AIR 1959 
SC 31 and S. N. Ranade v. Unlra of India, 
AIR 1964 SC 24. emphariring the impor- 
tance of ifieadings, beyond which par- 


ties cannot be allowed to travel, so as to 
make out a new case wholly inconsistent 
therewith. Nobody denies the salutary 
rule that the case pleaded has to be pro- 
ved and found. But it is not an inflexible 
rule. To do Justice between the parties, 
the pleadings are sometimes departed 
from. On a topic as this the case that at 
once comes to one’s mind is Firm Sriniwas 
Ram Kumar v. Mahabir Prasad, 1952 SCA 
116 = AIR 1951 SC 177, where a suit for 
specific performance of a contract dmpli- 
citer was decreed for recovery of Rupees 
30.000, on the admlstion of the defendants 
that they did take a loan of Rs. 30,000, 
tiiough the case pleaded by the plaintifi 
was not a case of a loan at alL Or take 
the case of Bhagawati I^sad v. Chandan- 
maul, AIR 1966 SC 735, where distinguish- 
ing. amongst others, the Trojan and Co. 
case, 1953 SCR 789 = AIR 1953 SC 235 
it is held that the formal requirement of 
pleadings can be relaxed, if Jwo tests are 
satisfied. One. the plea is in subst^ce in 
issue. Two. both parties have had op- 
portunity to lead evidence thereon. There 
are other cases too to that end. such as 
Rani Chandra Kunwar v. Narpat Singh, 
(1907) 34 Ind App 27, where both parties 
go to trial on the plea that the plalntiS 
was ^ven away in adoption, and. there- 
fore. not entitled to inherit, though noth- 
ing like it is in the pleadings, and Nagubal 
Ammal v. B. Sbama Rao. AIR 1956 8C 
693. where both parties go to trW with 
full knowledge that the s^e being hit by 
Rs pendens is In fact in issue, though no 
etwdfic plea to that end is in jsleadings 
and necessarily, therefore, no apedfic 
issue Is there too either. 

66. Such then is the Jaw Itid down on 
pleadings and permissible variations there- 
from. But are the pleadings here as bad 
as that? By paragraph 9 of the plaint, It 
is pleaded inter alia that India Provident 
Co., Ltd. took the mortgage with notice 
of absence of legal necessi^ and of con- 
travention of the deed of trust By para- 
graph 7 of the written statement L. I. C 
deities contravention of the deed of trust 
and absence of legal nece^ty. Repairs, 
alterations ^d additions do come under 
legal necessity. Matters of evidence, they 
have not to he pleaded : Order 6. Rule 2, 
of the Procedure Code (5 of 1908), 

67. A TTOrd about Issues. In view ol 
roch pleadings, I fix a comprehendve 
Issue, issue No. 3, rairing the que^on of 
execution of the two mortgages In contra- 
vention of the deed of trust It may pertin- 
ently be asked why I fix Issues when Law 
J. completed hearing the evidence. Issues 
first evidence ne:ri — ^Is the mandate of 
Order 14. Rule 1. sub-rule (5). of the Pro- 
cedure Code. Opening of tiie case over, 
before me. I search for the issues fixed by 
Law J. But I do not get any. Only then 
I am invited to strike the issues, which I 
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do. In the drcumstances of the case, the 
order has been changed: evidence first, 
issues next, so far as the hearing before 
me is concerned, 

68. Even taking a very strict view of 
the matter, non-mention of repairs eta in 
the pleadings cannot lead the plaintifis 
anywhere. Because, imder Order 14, 
Rule 3, of the Procedure Code, which, by 
virtue of Order 49, Rule 3 ibid., is not ex- 
cluded from this Court, in the exercise of 
its ordina^ original dval jurisdiction : just 
the jurisdiction I am exercising, the Court 
is not confined to pleadings only, in fcam-. 
ing issues. It may draw upon the con- 
tents of documents produced by either 
party; Order 14, Rule 3, CL (c) and Snow 
White Food Product, Ltd. v. Sohanlal 
Bagla, AIR 1964 Cal 209, if I may, with- 
out impropriety, refer to my decision on 
the point And there are doctunents, such 
as the mortgage-deed of November 29, 
1946, exhibit 1, and the letter dated 
February 3, 1948, over the signature of 
NandaranL soliciting a loan for a further 
sum of Rs. 5,000, for repairs eta, as the 
previous loan of Rs. 25,000 has been spent 
in payment of such liabilities and costs — 
a letter on the left hand comer of which 
Secretary I. B. Sen recorded on February 
21. 1948, sanction of the loan solicited, ex- 
hibit 4-a. So a specific issue on repairs 
could have been there on the foot pf such 
documents, even though the pleadings do 
not mention repairs. But it is not there 
!n form. All the same it has been there 
in substance tiuroughout the triaL More, 
both parties had opporti^ty to lead evi- 
dence on repairs, on which L. L C.’s wit- 
ness Majumdar is cross-examined at 
length. And certainly the case of repairs 
is not wholly inconsistent with the case 
of legal necesaty made and demed in 
pleadings, but does form part of it, and 
is so conMstent with it So, the _ ratio of 
the latter dass of cases, listed in para- 
graph 65, applies. 

69. It is then contended that the "ab- 
solute discretion” conferred on the trustee 
for repairs is circumscribed by the source 
which consists of rents, issues and profits 
arising from the trust-estate. Where then. 
It is asked is the power of alienation by 
mortgage? The instrument of trust makes 
provisions in the following orden 

First, payment ot municipal taxes, other 
taxes and outgoings. ^ 

Second, costs of necessary repairs. If 

'Iliird, "subject as aforesmd, upon trust, 
to pay or defray out of the rents, issues 
and profits arising or derived therefrom 
aU the expenses for the maintenance, resi- 
dence" eta, catalogued in paragraph 27 

ante. , , 

70. Now. what rents. Issues, and pro- 
fits will arise from the 4/21st share of 
"IIC” if, after partition and allotment of 
lot A to Nandarani, it is not made viable 


as an independent unit? Viability has, 
therefore, to be there as of necessity. That 
me^ money. Neither Rs, 160 a month 
(which appears to be the correct figure) 
Dor Es, 1100/1200 a month (which appears 
"^^0 ^ figure inflated by Dalim Kumar 

■who was a lad of fourteen years of age 
in 1946) can make lot A what it must be : 
a separate and independent unit. So. the 
mplied discretionary power of the trustee 
to do what she has done is plainly there, 
reiMorced by the absolute discretion 
(which. means nothing short of that: ab- 
solute discretion) conferred by the instru- 
ment. Let it be said at the risk of re- 
petition* that not to do, in that situation 
^er ^otment of lot A, what the trustee 
does, is to make sure that such valuable 
trust-property goes to pieces. 

71. The fact that the question of re- 
pairs has not been put to Dalim Kumar is 
a inade a point of too. But as one of the 
plaintiffs he has had full notice beforehand 
of this topic of repairs revealed by the 
documents referred to abova It is, there- 
fore, hardly necessary to waste time in 
putting questions to him upon it; the 
more so, as at or about that time he was 
no more than a lad of fourteen years of 
age, and can only know next to nothing 
on a matter as this. 

72. Exhibit 4-a, evincing the sanction of 
a loan for a further sum of Rs. 5,000, on 
February 21, 1948, and that too for re- 
pairs eta, is stigmatised as a fact "after 
the event”, that is, after the big loan of 
Rs. 25,000 on November 29, 1946, by a 
mortgage-deed of even date, exhibit 1, 
with the approval dated May 12, 1946, ex- 
hibit 3, of Moti Lall for such loan. Ihat, 
in my judgment, is taking ’too narrow a 
view of the matter. Moti Lall Sain’s 
letter bearing date May 12, 1946 exhibit 3, 
authorizing Nandarani to raise a loan of 
Rs. 25.000, by mortgage, the mortgage- 
deed bearing date November 29, 1946, ex- 
hibit 1, clearly Eho\ving the reason for 
such a loan (1), this letter of Nandarani 
bearing date February 3, 1948, the left- 
hand comer of which bears the sanction 
dated February 21, 1948, for the further 
loan of Rs. 5,000, for completion of re- 
pairs, and tte deed of further charge 
bearing date January 19, 1949, exhibit 2, 
must be read together. Once that is done, 

- — ^and to that is added the evidence of 
Majumdar, in so far as it is not struck 
by hearsay, — ^there can be no escape from 
the conclusion that both the loans were 
taken for repairs, additions and altera- 
tions. inevitable in the circumstances. The 
only thing that creates a little difficulty 
is that the letter of Nandarani bearing 
date February 3, 1942, upon which the 
sanction of another loan, exhibit 4-a, for 
Rs. 5,000 Is recorded, is not formally pro- 
ved. (Confronted with this letter over his 
mother’s signat urg Dalim Kumar Is de- 

• Paragraph 61 antg 
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tennined not to speak the truth fo- 497 
et seq.) Majumdar proves the sanction 
order only, exhibit 4-a (qa. 27-35). But 
under Section 39 of the Evidence Act (1 of 
1872) I am entitled to look into Nanda- 
rani’s letter, as I consider it necessary to 
the full understanding of the sanction of 
the loan, exhibit 4-a. That apart, I am 
entitled too to compare the signature of 
Nandaranl on this letter with her dgna- 
hires in the two mortgace-deeds. which 
get into evidence by consent, the ogna- 
ture in the first mortgage having been 
proved too by Maiumdar fqq. 19-22). 
Having done what I am entitled to do. 
under Section 73 of the Evidence Act. I 
am completely satisfied that the signature 
on this letter dated February 3. 1942. Is 
the signature of the lady, who agned the 

Issues. 

2. fa) Did Nandaranl Dasd have 
any power to execute the deed 
of mortgage dated November 29, 
1946? 

2. (b) Were the aforesaid mort- 
gage and the deed of further 
diarge dated January 19. 1949. 
executed by Nandaranl Dasd 
with the consent of her husband 
Motl Lall Sain? 

3. Was the execution of the mort- 

gage dated November 29. 1946, 
and of the deed of further charge 
dated January 19. 1949, by 

Nandaranl Das^ made In coo- 
traventiOQ of the deed of trust 
dated January 20, 1932. as alleg- 
ed in paragraphs 8 and 10 of the 
plaint? 

74. Now. barring the general Issue on 
Teliefs, the sixth one, remain two more 
issues, the fourth and the fifth ones, con- 
cerning limitation. The fourth is rested 
on what the plaintiffs allege in the 
eleventh paragraph of the plaint: that 
they came to know for the first time about 
the two mortgage-deeds on or about March 
5. 1959. The fifth simply raises the aues- 
tion whether or no the suit Is barred by 
limitatioiL 

75. The suit I am sdzed of was insti- 
tuted on July 3, 1959. It, therefore, did 
pend on January 1. 1964, — the date of 
commencement of the new Limitation Act 
36 of 1963. By virtue of Section 31, 
CL fb). thereof, nothing In this Act (the 
new limitation Act) shall affect any suit 
instituted before, and pending at, the com- 
mencement of tile AA that Is, January 
1. 1964. The new limitation Act does not, 
therefore, govern this litigation. The old 
limitation Act, 9 of 1908. does. 

76. Now, the question is which article 
of the old limitation Act rules the liti- 
gation on hand. Two ancles have been 
pressed upon me: Articles 91 and 120. 
Article 91 prescribes three 'years* limita- 
tion for a suit to cancel or ^ aside an 


ttro mortgage-deeds. It only remains for 
me to pul on record that I have conader- 
ed this of my own. Not that I have been 
addressed on ♦hu either by Mr. Si nh a ot 
by Mr, Sen. 

73. These are all the things, as Mr. 
R inha contends, contrary to the conclu- 
sion t have in^cated In paragraph 62. I 
am unable to accept any one of such con- 
tentions. I, therefore, reiterate mv con- 
clusion recorded there : that even under 
the original instrument of trust, unamend- 
ed by the deed of rectification. NandaraM, 
the sole trustee to the estate of Modhoo 
Sooden Sain, had the power to enter Into 
the two impugned mortgages she did. And 
In view of the ground covered from para- 
graph 48 ante. I answer the second and 
the third issues as under: 

Answers, 

2. (a) t Yes. 


2. (b) I Yes (paragraphs S3 and 

ML 


B. No. 


Instrument, not otherwise pro v ided for, 
terminus a quo being when the facts which 
entitled the plaintiiS to have the instru- 
ment cancelled or set aside become known 
to him. Article 120 is the residuary arti- 
cle which prescribes six years’ limitation 
lor a suit lor which no period of limita- 
tion is provided, terminus a quo being 
when the right to sue accrues. 

77. Article 91 cannot be called In aid 
here. In substance, the suit on hand Is 
a suit for a declaration that the ^o mort- 
gage-deeds are void. So. Art. 91 Is not for 
cutij a suit. No doubt, there is a prayer 
too. so beloved of some of those who draft 
plaints, for an order that the two Instru- 
ments be cancelled and delivered up But 
It is a surplusage, which the plainti& do 
not need, once they get the declaration 
they pray the Court for. A Court is not 
a slave to the form of a plaint It goes 
by substance. And. In substance, the suit 
Is such that it repeals Art 91. If I rnay 
say so, this is plain common sense too. 
If the Court voids the instrument 
what remains in it for the Court to cancel 
or set aside, and to deliver up. even though 
an otiose prayer to that end Is there? If 
an instrument is void, it means that It Is 
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^*^ot only bad. but incurably bad”; It 
means that it is "in law a nullity”, adant- 
Sng in the context here the lanOTage used 
by Lord Denning in Macfoy v. United 
AMca Co Ltd.. (1961) 3 AU ER 1169. And 
still cancelling it? 

78. On this consideration alone, I shall 
not invoke Art. 91. in spite of an addi- 
tional point Mr. Sinha urges upon me. on 
the strength of Sanat Kumar Llitra v. Hem 
Chandra De, AIR 1961 Cal 411. that this 
article is restricted to suits between par- 
ties to an instrument Not that this case 
does not take the view I have taken in the 
preceding paragraph. It does, adding how- 
ler. that Art 91 applies when the plain- 
tiff is a party to an instrument In the 


(B. Mukherji J.) 77-84] Cal. 315 

end, the decision is rested on Art 134-A- 
So, that, for which Mr. Sinha relies upon 
it, appears to be in the nature of an obiter. 
It is unnecessary to pursue ffie point fur- 
ther. 

79. Article 120. I hold, rules the litiga- 
tion. So. the suit as this must have to be 
mstituted within six years from when the 
right to sue accrued. Now, when did the 
right to sue accrue here? 

80. To answer the question just posed, 
one way is to remember the ages of the 
five plaintiffs, upon pleadings and evi- 
dence, at the date of the institution of the 
suit (July 3, 1959). 

Here are they, with certain additional 
but ancillary points — 


a) 

Serial 

(2) 

Names In short and 

(3) 

Date Or 

(4) 

Reference to 

(^ 

Age on July 
3, 1959. 

(S) 

When mino- 
rity ceased 
or ceases. 

No. 

numbers of 
plaintiffs. 

year of 
birth. 

(a) pleadings. ! 

i 

(b) evidence] 

L 

Dalim, No. 1. 

20-9-1932. 

Para. 11 of the plaint. 

Birth Regr: 

Ext. A. 
QO. 15-17 
to Dalim. 

28 years odd 
months. 

1 

i 

1 28-9-1950. 

2. 

Lakshmi Sona, No. 2. 

1939 or so. 

» 

Q. 37 ibid. 

20 years. 

1957 or so. 

S. 

Dinendra, No. 3. 

1941 or so. 

n 

» 

I 18 years. 

1959 or so. 

4. 

Binapani,' No. 4, 

1947 or so. 

n 

Q, 10 ibid. 

12 years. 

1905 or so. 

5. 

1 

Krishna Kumar, No. 5. 

1949 or so. 

n 

Q. 11 ibid. 

10 years. 

1967 or so. 


. 81- A glance at this chart goes to show 
that no question of limitation can arise in 
the case of plaintiffs 2-5. that is to say, 
in case of plaintiffs other than No. 1, 
Dalim Kumar, in anv view of the matter, 
Binapani and Krishna Kumar, the plain- 
tiffs numbering 4 and 5. are minors at the 
date of the suit which they have raised 
by their next friend and brother Dalim 
Kumar. And this they are entitled to do, 
without coming on the edge of the law of 
limitation. The disability of Lakshmi 
Sona and Dinendra Kumar, ^e plaintiffs 
numbering 2 and 3, ceased in 1957 and 
1959 reject! vely. and each would get six 
years time from then. — when they be- 
came of age — i to file the suit. As it is, 
they filed it on July 3. 1959. much earlier 
than the prescribed terminus ad quern. In 
vain, therefore, has the issue of limita- 
tion been raised against them. 

82. The way. I am going appears to be 
plain enough, free from any doubt or dif- 
ficulty. resting as it does on the clear 
language used in Section G. sub-section (1) 
of the Limitation Act 9 of ]908. Still Mr. 
Sinha has been good enough to cite two 
authorities; Gancndhar Sarkar v, KJiaja 

* Dalim Kumar speaks of the ages of hisl 
evidence (April 2L 1965). The years of 
basis. 


Abdul Ajij Nawab Salimulla Bahadur, 
(1909) 14 Cal WN 128 and Jawahir Singh 
v. Udai Parkash, AIR 1926 PC 16. the ratio 
of each, shorn of facts, which it is hardly 
necessary to state, being: that time can- 
not commence to run against the plain- 
tiffs who are of nonage, run though it 
may against the adult ones. That is just 
so here. Time may run against Dalhn 
•from September 26, 1950; not. however, 
against the rest from that date. Against 
them, time runs from when they come 
of age. That being so. limitation cannot 
hit them, as the dates depicted in the 
chart above go to show. 

83. Dalim Kumar remains. Time com- 
menced to nm against him from Septem- 
ber 26. 1950. when he had just come of 
age and shaken off the disability on ac- 
count of minority. So, unless there be 
some other consideration, the suit by him 
appears to be barred, instituted as it has 
been on July 3, 1959, far more than six 
years after September 26. 1950. 

84. It is said, however, that very 

various considerations stand in tJie way of 
a conclusion as this. Here are they, under 
s uitable headings. . 

xithers and sisters on the date of his 

their birth have been calculated on that 
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L Knowledge of Dalim Kumar for the 
first on or about March 6* 19S9, dI 
the two mortgages. 

85. “Ihis is just what b pleaded In para- 
graph 11 of the plaint But the less said 
about toe evidence of Dalim Kumar about 
his fhst-ever knowledge of toe mortgage- 
deeds on or about March 5, 1959, as plead- 
ed, the better. The type Dalim Kumar's 
evidence Is like has been noticed In part 
(paragraph 28). True it is, 'false in one 
thing, false in everything’, is ndtoer law 
nor common sense, there being a slender 
foimdation, if at ^1, for conferring on the 
dortrine of falsus in uno, falsus in omnibus 
toe status of anything higher than a rule 
of caution: Per Kapoor, J. in Nisar Ali 
V. State of Uttar Prade^ 1957 SCA 312 
«= (AIR 1957 SC 366) which I notice on 
my own, and Bhowanlpore Banking Cor- 
poration V. Sreematl Durgesh MandinI 
Dasri, AIR 1941 PC 95. which Mr. Sinha 
cites, and where Loid Atkin emphasizes 
that toe statement made by a witness of 
untruth on certain matters cannot be re- 
lied on, in-otoer matters, unless supported 
by independent evidence. Equally true 
it is, as Mr. Sinha submits, relying on 
Sukha v. State of Rajasthan, AIR 1956 
SC 513 (519-520). that, as a judge of facts, 
I have toe right to disbelieve part of a 

I witness's evidence and to believe part 
hereoi To toe same effect Is toe other 
:ase Mr. Sinha r^es upon. In support of 
ils subn^sion: the case of Gallu Sah t. 
State of Bihar. AIR 19S8 SC 813 (815), 
where no violation of any rule of law nor 
3ven of prudence Is seen In a judge of 
(acts accepting the testimony of some of 
(he witnesses against one anH not accept- 
ing toe same against another. I govern 
myself, as indeed I must, by thase aalutary 
principles. But the tofflcultv lor Dalim 
Kumar is that this part of his evidence, 
claiming first-ever knowledge of the two 
impugned mortgages early In 1959, Is so 
bad that it has only to be read la order 
to be rejected. 

86*89. [The judgment deals with the 
evidence in det^ and proceeds.] 

90. How Dalim Kumar tumbles In to 
his solicitor, Probir Chatterjee. eon of 
P. C, Chatterjee, who is his mother’s soU- 
dtor. appears to be an Interesting study, 
though it is a futile exerdse in all that 
falsehood can invent. D alim Kumar, It 
will be recalled, gets into an altercation 
with Nandaranl on receipt of that unseen 
(and perhaps unseeable) letter from Soll- 
dtor P. C. Chatterjee (PhuUa Kumar 
Chatterjee). He sees toe address of toe 
solidtor of his mother in that letter, ^e 
address he sees is 6 Temple Chambers. 
The address of his solidtor, Probir Chat- 
terjee, son of his mother’s solicitor. Is 
just that, a wooden partition Intervodog 
between the father’s office and the son’s. 


To enter into dther, one has to go 
through a common gate. Having come 
by the address (6 Temple Chambers) so, 
he xnakes a bee-line for Mr. Chatteriee, 
£^or, with a view to getting to know 
what it is sil about He meets P, C. 
Chatterjee, not Phulla Chatterjee, as If 
they are different gentlemen, which they 
are iu>t nnd which Dalim Kumar admiU 
too. a little late thotigh. He asks Mr. 
Chatterjee, senior. If he can get him a 
solidtor. What Mr. Chatterjee. senior, 
says, a^ed so, Is not evidence though It 
ha^ gone down as evidence. If, of course, 
the truth of what he says Is at Issue. Or 
It may be treated as evidence too if the 
ladum of the statement Mr. Chatterjee, 
senior. maVp ;^ is only at issue, and not the 
truth thereof, as is the law laid down by 
the judicial Committee of the Privy 
Coundl in Subramaiuam v. Public Prose- 
cutor. (1956) 1 WLR 965 (970). And what 
does Mr. Chatterjee, senior, say. as Dalim 
Kumar attributes to him? "Well”, he 
says, "there are so many solldtors over 
here. Seek one for you". Dalim Kumar 
comes out of the senior’s room, only to 
find on the board the name of Probir. 
Chatterjee. In the end. he engages him, 
falling into an error, so natiu'al for a wit- 
ness of tmtruth that he Is, about showing 
Solidtor Probir Chatterjee the Instru- 
ment of trust and toe deed of rectifica- 
tion. to which Dalim Kumar gives a new 
name: deed of new trust, gone down in 
evidence as "deed of new trust”. Then, 
be corrects himself and says, he first 
visit to Mr. Chatterjee, junior, is without 
any documents which are shown to Mm 
during toe second visit. See qq. 314-348, 

91, To scan sudi eddence Is to be con- 
vfoced that it Is self-defeating. The reason 
behind evidence of this sort is not far to 
seek. Kandaranl belongs to a camp 
hostile to' that of her children, the liti- 
gating brothers and sisters, lest it be said, 
as has Indeed been said and Is Zraund to 
be said, that she is In league with her 
children and at the bade of this litigation 
with a view to depriving LIC of the 
money she owes on toe foot of the two 
mortage Instruments of undoubted 
authenticity. And what does p pHm 
Kumar hlrn^f say about toe role of 
Nandaranl in this suit? He cannot say 
li his mother Is defending the suit (a. 282) 
“ a strange statement, because Nanda- 
rani goes undefended throughout, as 
Dalim Kumar himself admits (q. 283). 
Has this suit been brought with her con- 
sent? That Is not so (q. 281). Is she 
supporting the claim of Dalim Kumar 
and his cp-plalntlffs? Dalim Kumar an- 
swers: 'T cannot say anything to that 
effect”; (q, 285). Why not? She, “not 
a considerate^ lady”, (q. 277). Is on terms 
of enmity with Dalim Kumar and «11- 
She is “very annoyed” too with each and 
every one of them, on the filing of this 
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suit (q. 274). So, what is the diEBculty 
on the part of Dalim Kumar saying whe- 
ther or no his mother supporte their 
jcJaim in this suit2 I see none. 

'92. On top of aH that, the touchstone 
of common sense and probability be 
applied to the facts I see before me. If 
this suit succeeds, it means Nandarani’s 
children to be gainers by Es. 30,000, the 
consideration of the two mortgages, 
which, because of interest at 7% com- 
pound, mounts up to a little more than 
Es. 50,000, at the time of LIC’s suit, after 
credit of sinns received towards interest. 
It, therefore, needs no imagination to 
see on which side her sympathy lies, no 
matter what fantastic and rmhelievable 
thing s Dalim Kumar attributes to her. 
In sum, I reject the evidence of Dalim 
Kumar on aU the points that go before 
and hold that the suggestions on behalf 
of UC to the contrary (qq. 286 & 663-668. 
for examples), such as falsity of the so- 
called quarrel betv'een Dalim Kumar and 
Nandarani, of Nandarani leaving the flat 
at Chittaranian Avenue, of her not being 
at the back of this litigation etc., have the 
merit of a great probability in them, 
upon the whole of the evidence. 


as time-barrei cannot specify a firm 
Mte for te rmin us a quo, you cannot ask 
pe court to find the issue on limitation 
m yom' favour, tufless it can be said : 
why insist on Dalim Kumar’s knowledge 
of the two impugned mortgages, when 
time starts ru n ni n g, not from the date of| 
such knowledge (as in Article 91), but! 
from the date when the right to sue 
accrues. 


HL But when does the rfeht to sue 
accrue? 


96. A question as this is concluded by 
authorities Mr, Sinha cites — to which I 
shall add one, and that of the Supreme 
Court. The source of all such authorities 
IS Bolo V. Koklan, 57 Ind App 325=fAIE 
1930 PC 270) where Sir Binod Mitter, 
delivering the judgment of the Board, 
lays down the law, in reference to Arti- 
cle 120, as under; 


’'There can be ^o right to sue’ 
there is an accrual of the right asserted 
in the suit and its infringement, or at 
least a clear and unequivocal threat to 
infringe that right, by the defendant 
against whom the suit is instituted.” 


93. The story of Dalim Kumar meet- 
ing the expenses 'of this litigation and 
his personal expenses too out of an ima- 
ginary sum of Es. 6,000, supposed to have 
been given him by his father for the 
benefit of all, of which there is no evi- 
dence except his, stands self-condemned, 
Dalim Kumar is not a witness of the type 
whose imcorroborated evidence can be 
believed. And I need not dilate upon it. 

94. In view of aH that goes before, I 
cannot persuade myself to believe that 
Dalim Kiunar came to know of the two 
mortgages for the first time on or about 
MarP 5, 1959. 

n, Termintis a quo 

95. What goes in the preceding para- 
graph is only a negative answer to Dalim 
Ktunar’s case on terminus a quo, the 
pfarbng point of limitation. "What is 
needed however is a positive finding as 
to when Dalim Kumar came to know for 
the first time about the t-wo impugned 
mortgages. On that, evidence furnishes 
no answer. Suspicion there may be here 
and ttere; but suspicion is no prooL For 
example, when Moti Lall Sain ‘died on 
November 4, 1955, Dalim Kumar was 
some tv^ty-three years of age. Would 
not such a, one, a grown-up. be taken 
into confidence by Moti Lall from before 
his death and told aE about such liabili- 
ties? I do not know. I cannot assume 
so. I insist on prooL There is none. If 
you, wanting the suit to be struck down 


No doubt, _ the right' Dalim Kumar asserts 
ip this suit accrued on the execution of 
the mortgage on November 29, 1946, 
(subject to his disability), as "Mst. Kok- 
lan’s right to the property arose on the 
death of Tarachand”, her son, as provided 
for by the last will of her husband, 
Kanhaya LaL But here, as there, there 
was no clear and 'unequivocal thraat to 
the rights of the suing party, imtil the 
institution of the suit by the defendant; 
1922 there and January 28, 1958, here. 
Dalim Kiunar was living as a member of 
a joint family, as Koklan was, Dalim 
Kumar not having been any the 'wiser 
about the mortgages and Koklan ha'ving 
been just so about the adverse claim -to 
the moveables, her right to whlcfr -was 
sought to be defeated as barred by limi- 
'tation. In the circumstances, accrual of 
the right asserted in Dalim Kumar on 
November 29, 1946, put off until Septem- 
ber 26, 1950, when he came of age and 
-the legal disability was remo-ved, and 
even infringement of such right behind 
his back, without his Imowing anything 
about it, "116” continuing in the same 
way after the mortgages as before them, 
cannot be reckoned against him, on the 
high authority of this Privy Coundl deci-. 
rion- 

97. Two other authorities ilr. Sinha 
dtes : Anna Malal Chettiar v. A. J.L K. C. 
T. Muthukaruppan Chettiar, 58 Ind App 
1==(AIK 1931 PC 9) and Mohammad 
Umar v. Mohammad Ibrahim, AIR 1933 
X-di 270, (a suit by worrifippcrs for a dec- 
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laration that a decree, rested on a mort- 
gage of wakf property by one. not the 
owner thereof, the worshippers knowing 
nothing about it until the mortgagee 
sought to enforce his rights by sale) do 
no more than follow the law laid down 
by Sir Binod Mitten 

98. And the case I have in %dew Is 

Mrt. Bukhmabai v. Lola Laxmlnarayan. 
AIR 1960 SC 325. where Subba Rao C J. 
(then Subba Rao J.J. speaking for the 
court, endorses Sir Binod Mitter’s wew 
of the law. and emphasizes that nothing 
short of a clear and unequivocal threat 
so as to compel the person so threatened 
to file a suit will do, and every threat 
cannot be so regarded. Do L upon evi- 
dence. see any such threat to Dalim 
Kumar earlier than January 23, 1958. 

when UC filed its suit (Ka J35 of J958) 
for enforcement of its security? I do not. 
It must, therefore, be found, as, Indeed, 
it is found, that the suit, even by Dalim 
Kumar, is not barred by limitation. 

99. The fining just come to. on limi- 
tation. makes it a profitless task to deal 
in detaU with other points raised by Mr. 
Sinha on the same subiect But, In order 
to keep my record straight, the least I 
owe to Mr. Sinha is to record a summary 
of the points so urged, with such answers 
as commend themselves to me. so that 
It may not be said elsewhere that sudi 
points were not taken before me. 

Ko clear and definite knowledge of 

Dalim Kumar about the mortgages 

Some hints and clues reaching Dalim 
Kumar, and vigorously followed up by 
him, might have given him the knowledge 
of the two mortgages even more than 
^ years before the institution of the 
present suit But that is not the test 
The test is that bis clear and definite 
knowledge of the mortgages must be 
proved. But that has not been proved. 
Such is the contention 1 have dealt with 
in paragraph 95 et seq., to which I have 
little to add. But comment is called for. 

Issues. 

' 4. Did the plaintiffs come to know of 
the aforesaid mortgage dated November 
29. 1946. and of the aforesaid deed of 
further charge dated January 19. 1949. 
on or about March 5. 1959. as alleged fa 
paragraph 11 of the plaint? 

5. Is the plaintiffs’ claim barred by 
limitation? 

101. Only the general issue, the EBdh 
one: *'What reliefs, if any, are the plain- 
tiffs entitled to?” — remains. My find- 
ings having been what they are, the 
plaintiffs are disentttkd to any relief. I 
find so. \ ■ 


tshen in support of such contention, reli- 
ance is placed upon Rohlmbhoy Hubibhoy 
V. Tiimer. (1892) 20 Ind App 1. and Sm. 
Swamamoyee Dasi v. Probodh Chandra 
Sarkar. 36 Cal WN 758 “(AIR 1933 Cal 
253), each being a case of fraud and of 
time beginning to run under Section 38 
of the Limitation Act from the date of 
knowledge of such fraud. As Mr. Sen 
correctly points out. nothing like any 
fraud lurlb here. More, fraud is not 
pleaded even. Necessarily, no particu- 
lars of fraud are here toa Any conten- 
tion resting on fraud is, therefore, be- 
neath my notice: Wallingford v. Mutual 
Society. (1880) 5 AC 685 and Bisbundeo 
V. Seogeni. AIR 1951 SC 280. 

(if) Absence of informed consent on the 
part of Dalim Kumar. 

Rested on Article 1824, page 1054, of 
Halsburys Laws of England, volume 38, 
3rf edition, the question of Dalim 
Kumar’s consent. Informed or uninform- 
ed. can hardly arise here, because, upon 
evidence. I do not find any firm date 
earlier than January 28, 1958. and there- 
after. to wliich bis knowledge of the two 
mortgages can be attributed, 

Gii) Section 23 of th'e Limitation Act, 
1908. 

This section cannot do any duty here. 
It cannot, because J find no wrong, far 
less a continuing wrong, on the part of 
Nandarani in entering Into the two mort- 
gages she did. I have stated why: para- 
graphs 31. 32. 47. 62. 53, 54. 92 and 73. to 
mention only some of the important onest 

ftv) Section 68 of the Trusts Act. 

I see no breach of trust So this section, 
providing as it does for the liability of a 
TCHeficiary who ioins fa breach of trust, 
does no duty either. 

fOO, This exhausts aH 7 have been 
addressed on about limitation. And. In 
view of all that goes before from para- 
graph 74, I answer the fourth and the 
fifth issues as under: 

Answers. 

4. No (paragraphs 85-941. 


5. No (paragraphs 75-83 & 95-98). ^ 

102. In the result the suit fatig and 
be dismissed with costs to the second 

detendant 

Suit dlsm&sed. 
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AIR 1970 CALCUTTA 319 (V 57 C 59) 
D. BASU, J. 

Imperial Tobacco Co. of India Ltd., 
Petitioner v. Deputy Labour Commis- 
sioner and others, Respondents. 

Civil Rule No. 1652 (W) of 1966, D/- 
4L-8-1969. 

Industrial Disputes Act (1947), S. 33(2) 
(b) — Application under — Requisites for 
jurisdiction to entertain — Jurisdiction 
not lost by settlement of dispute any time 
after application. 

The requisites for the jurisdiction of a 
conciliation officer to entertain an appli- 
cation under Sec. 33(2) (b) are, 

(a) That a conciliation proceeding in 
respect of an industrial dispute between 
an employer and his workman is pending 
before the conciliation officer. 

(bl The employer seeks to dismiss the 
employee for any misconduct not con- 
nected with the industrial dispute which 
is pending before the conciliation officer. 

(Para 6) 

The conciliation officer does not cease 
to have jurisdiction to deal with an ap- 
plication under Sec. 33(2) (b) merely be- 
cause the dispute has been settled at any 
time after the presentation of the appli- 
cation. AIR 1966 SC 380 & AIR 1968 SC 
985, Rel on. (Para 14) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1968) AIR 1968 SC 985 (V 55) = 

1968 Lab IC 1223, P. D. Sharma 
V. State Bank of India 114 

(1966) AIR 1966 SC 380 (V 53) = 

(1965) 3 SCR 411, Tata Iron & 

Steel Co. V. Modak 14 

Moni Coomar Chakraborty, Chunilal 
Ganguly, for Petitioner, Arun Kumar 
Dutt (Sr.), Ariin Prokash Sarkar, for 
Union; I^hore Mukherjee, S. N. Miikher- 
jee, for State. 

ORDER: — The Petitioner, in this Rule 
is the Imperial Tobacco Co. (hereinafter 
referred to as 'the Company’), Respon- 
dents 2-3 are its workmen. Respondent 1 
is the Deputy Laboiu- Commissioner of 
West Bengal and Respondent 4 is the 
State. 

2. The Company alleges that on the 
12th Jime, 1965. the Company filed two 
applications under Secs. 33(3) and 33(2) 
(b), respectively, of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act. 1947. (hereinafter referred to 
as 'the Act’), before Respondent 1. in res- 
pect of the dismissal of Respondents 2 
and 3, which applications are .still pend- 
ing. The Company’s case is ffiat tlicse 
two applications were filed by it under a 
mistake of law as to whether certain dis- 
putes between the Company and its work- 
men were stiU pending , In conciliation 
proceedings, while, in fact, thev had been 
concluded by settlement Ur’on a dis- 
covery of this fact the Com pany filed the 

BI/IM/E159/697bBR/P 


application at Annexure C before Res- 
pondent 1 urging that he had no jurisdic- 
tion to determine the two applications 
imder Sec. 33 of the Act Respondent 1, 
by his letter at Annexure D of 4-7-1966 
has held that even after the conclusion of 
conciliation proceedings, he had jurisdic- 
tion to dispose of such appliactions on 
their merits and has proposed to proceed 
with the hearing of the applications in 
question. 

3. The Rule is opposed by an affidavit 
of Respondent 2, who claims to represent 
Respondent 3 as well Respondents 1 and 
4 have filed no affidavit-in-opposition. 

4. At the outset of the hearing, the 
learned Advocate for Respondent 2 con- 
ceded that the Rule should be made abso- 
lute so far as Respondent 2 was con- 
cerned. 

5. The hearing was thus confined in 
regard to the case against Respondent 3, 
in respect of whom the application be- 
fore Respondent 1 was one under S. 33(2) 
(b) which says — 

"(2) During the pendency of any such 
proceeding in respect of an industrial dis- 
pute. the employer may. in accordance 

with the standing orders or where 

there are no such standing orders, in 
accordance with the terms of the contract 

between him and the workman, 

(b) for any misconduct not connected 
with the dispute, discharge or pimish, 
whether by disroissal or otherwise, that 
workman: 

Provided that no such workman shall 

be discharged or dismissed, unless 

an application has been made by the 
employer to the authority before which 
the proceeding is pending for approval of 
the action taken by the employer.” 

6. The requisites for the jurisdiction 

of a conciliation officer to entertain an 
application imder Sec. 33(2) (b) are, 

therefore, 

(a) That a conciliation proceeding in 
respect of an industrial dispute faetv'een 
an employer and his workman is pending 
brfore the conciliation officer; 

(b) The employer seeks to dismiss the 
employee for any misconduct not con- 
nected with the industrial dispute which 
is pending before the condlialion officer. 

If the foregoing two conditions are 
satisfied, the dismissal by the employer 
cannot take eflect unless he has made an 
application for the approval of the con- 
ciliation officer before whom the indus- 
trial ifispute betiveen the t%vo parties are 
pending for conciliation. The Concilia- 
tion Officer cannot, therefore, assume 
jurisdiction under Sec. 33(2) (b) unless 
the two conditions just mentioned are 
present. 

7. In the instant case, tlie second con- 
dition was obviously present, ns stated in 
para 6 of the petition, read with para 7 
of the coimter-affidavit. namely, that for 
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eome alleged nalsconduct on 17-5-1965, its 
diarge-^^ waa issued against Eespoo- 
dent 3 and. after some inquiry on those> 
charges, it 'was decided by the Companyt 
to him- It is not contended on 

behalf of the Respondent that this mis- 
conduct was in any way connected ‘with 
the industrial dispute which, according to 
the Respondent, was ■pending in eondlia- 
tion before Re^ndent 1. 

8. The Con tr o ver s y at the hearing ha^ 
therefore, entered round the questioi^ 

■Whether any condllatioa proceeding 
was pending before Respondent 1 In res- 
pect to an industrial dl^Tute between the 
Company and Respondent 3 at the time 
when the application under Sec. 33(2) (b) 
had been filed by the Company b^re 
Respondent 1? 

9. In paras 4-5 of the Petition, two 
industrial disputes are stated to have 
eidsted between the Company and its 
workmen represented by their Union, 
nam ely, the Imperial Tobacco Co. Indian 
Employees' Union, relating 

(1) Redundancy of employees of the 
Cr^pany, 

fd) Bonus for the year 1961 

10. As regards (1), the case of the 
Company is that there had never been 
any conciliation proceeding and as re- 
gards (ii) its case is that there was a 
conciUatloa proce edi ng but that it had 
bm concluded by the settlement of 2&* 
4-1965, whidt is at annexure B to the 
Petitioo. 

IL I shall take up the case relatlag to 
■bonus because as regards this it is adroit- 
led by the Company that there bad been 
a condliatian proceeding before Respon- 
dent 1 and that is also redted on the face 
of Annexure B which is relied upon by 
the Company. The only quesUon for my 
determination is whether that proceeding 
has been concluded, at law, by the settle- 
ment recorded at Annexure B, dat^ 2^ 
4-1965. This 'memorandum of setQe- 
HMsri’ r£<si6s iist ife? CaasSisUja CSSixr 
having suggested terms “for an Interim 
settlement pendmg final settlement” of 
the dispute relating to the bonus for 196^ 
the parties (Le., the Compai^ and the 
■CTmon, present at the tripartite confer- 
ence held before the Conciliation Officer) 
agreed to accept those terms as an Inte- 
rim settlement; 

"(I) The Company hereby agrees to 
pay two months’ basic -wages towards 
payment of bonus for the year 3964,..,^ 

(2) It is hereby agreed by the parties 
that this interim^, settlement is wdthout 
preindlce to the legal rights of the parties 
concerned and in th* event no final settle- 
ment on bonus for the year 1964 is read»- 
* *♦—•*•■♦ It would be open for the parties 
to exercise their resoectJw laffal rights." 


pute, so as to terminate the condliatian 
proceedings. According to the Petition 
Itself (para 11), the final settlement was 
arrived at only on 13-1-1966, by a memo- 
.randum of settlement, which has been 
produced before me. Clause 4 of this 
jJemoTandum settles the dispute relating 
to bonus for the year 1964. prevtous pay- 
ments being adjusted by the terms of 
this clause. The averments in para 10 of 
the countCT-affidavit are of course loose 
and misleading, but the legal propoation 
arising from Annexure B, read ■with the 
Memorandum, cannot be vnped off by 
euch statements. 

13. In my opinion, the dispute relating 
fo bonus was still pending on 12-6-1965, 
when the application under Sec. 33(2) (b) 
was present^ the Company to R^ 
pendent L 

14. The Company, however, contends 
that the Conciliation Officer loses juris- 
diction to determine an application tmder 
Section 33(2) (b) even if the pending dis- 
pute is condudra by a settlement arrived 
at any time after the presentation of the 
application tmder Sec. 33(2) (b). The 
question, however, has been concluded, 
agdnst the Petitioner, by two Supreme 
Court demons, Tata Iron & Steel Co. v. 
Modak. AIR 1966 SC 380 and P. D. 
Sharma v. State Bank of India. AIR 1968 
SC 985. The net result of these twO' 
decisions is that (a) a proceeding under 
Sec 33(3} does terrnloate but (b) a pro- 
ceeding under Sec 33(2) (b) does uot 
temunate automatically after the pending 
industrial dispute has been finally deter- 
mined. In short, the Condliation Officer 
does not cease to have jurisdlctioa to deal 
with an application under Sea 33(2) (b) 
merely because the dispute has be^ 
settled at any time after the presentation 
of the application under Sea 33(2} (b). 

15. It follows, therefore, that a writ 

of prohibition cannot issue -to restrain the 
Condliatioa Officer (Respondent 1) from 
dbdfyrmaanr tor wtraM 

be his decisiDn in -view of the fact that 
the dispute has already been settled b 
so concern of this Coi^ in the instant 
proceeding. 


I exercise their^ respective legal rights.^ 

B « 28-4-1965 can- 
not be said to be a settlemeTit of the dis- 


16. The Rule shall, therefora be dis- 
toarged as against Respondent Na 3. 

17. In view of the a^berve conclusion. It 
Is not necessary to further inquire ■whe- 
ther there was any coneffiiation proceed- 
ing pending on the Issue of redundancy 
On this point, the contention of the 
Company that there was no ‘concUiatiori 
proceeding within tie meaning of Sec- 
tion 12(1) of the Act. but only certain 
exploratory talks through the agency ol 
the Conciliation Officer, is supported by a 
judgment of B. C. Mitra, J. Inter partes, 
In Matter No. 346 of 1966, from which 
the ■Union did not prefer any appeal No- 
thing has been shown against that to me 
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■with law to enable the petitioners to. dis- 
pose of this stock. 

23. Having regard to the fact that this 
stock has already been lying, for a long 
time, we also direct that the respondents 
phnll take the necessary steps and issue 
the proper directions latest within four 
weeks of this order. 

24. This writ is, therefore, partly ac- 
cepted in the above terms. In the cir- 
cumstances of the case, however, parties 
are left to bear their o'wn costs. 

3^rit partly allowed. 


AIR 1970 DELHI 129 (V 57 C 30) 

H. R. KHANNA AND 
JAGJIT SINGH, JJ. 

Bamesh Chandra. Petitioner v. Union of 
India and others, Eespondents, 

avil Writ Petn. No. 75 of 1968, D/- 25-6- 
1969. 

Constitution of India, Art. 309 — Condi- 
tions of Service of Union Territories pn- 
ployees Rules. 1959, R. 2. Proviso 2 -- 
"Competent” — Meaning — ConipepnP 
means legally qualified or authorised 
Himachal Pradesh Government not hound 
to accept Report of Kothari Co mmis sion. 

The Government of Btoachal Pradesh 
is not legaUy bound to accept and unpl^ 
ment recommendations, contained in tne 
Report of the Kothari Commission regard- 
ing payment of teachers, (Para bj 

The second proviso to R. 2 of the_ Con- 
ditions of Service of Union Tenatones 
Employees Rules 1959. merely contams an 
enabling pro-vision 'with a -view to aum^ 
xize the Administrator. Himachal Pradesh 
to re\dse the pay scales of perso^ ai> 
pointed to services and l^fts imder 
administrative control, so as to brag ■them 
at par with the scales of pay which may 
be sanctioned by the Pun]ab Government 
from time to time for, tl^ corresponding 
categories of employees. _^ere is notlmig 
in the above proviso which mak^ it m- 
perative or obligatory on the part of Ad- 
ISi^rator Himachal Pradesh to revi^ 
the pay scales of any particulm category 
of employees so as to brag them at par 
with the scales of pay for such raployees 
of the Punjab Government The word 
used is "competent” which means legaUy 
qualified or authorised; it caraot be 
equated with or treated ^as a subsfatute for 
the words "imperative , hncumlrat or 
"obligatory”. , 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 

OQGU air 1967 SC 1427 54) = . 

(1967) 2 SCR 703. S. G. Jaismghani 
V. Union of India “ 

0964) AIR 1964 Orissa 65 (V 51) -= 

TT.H (1963) Cut 470, Durga Charan 
Das V. State of Orissa f 
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, M. ■ G, Chitkara, for Petitioner;' S, 
Malhotra, for Respondents. 

H. R. KHANNA, J. : — Romedi Chander 
petitioner by means of this petition under 
Art 226 of the Constitution of India has 
prayed for the issuance of a -writ of 
Mandamus to re-vise the pay scale of the 
petitioner and bring it at par with the pay 
scale of teachers of the corresponding 
category in the Pimjab. Prayer was also 
made in the petition for. quashing the 
order contained in letter dated April 22, 
1968, but the petition has not been pressed 
in that respect. The re^ndents named in 
the petition are, the Union of India, Minis- 
try of Home Affairs, respondent No. 1, 
Himachal Pradesh Administration, respon- 
dent No. 2 and Secretary to the Govern- 
ment of Himachal Prade^, Education De- 
partment, respondent No. 3, 

2. The petitioner is serving as a Junior 
Basic Teacher at the Government High 
School Nagrota Surian, District Kangra. 
Till October 31, 1966 Kangra was a part 
of the Punjab and as such till that date 
the petitioner was serving imder the Pun- 
jab Government. On 'the reorganization 
of the Punjab, Kangra became a part of 
Himachal Pradesh 'with effect from 
November 1, 1966. As the petitioner con- 
tinued to serve in the above school, the 
petitioner’s services were provisionally 
allocated to Himachal Pradesh by the Cen- 
tral Government. 

3. In 1964 the Central Government ap- 
pointed a Commission to study the various 
aspects of the education in the country 
including service conditions of the 
teachers. The Commission was headed by 
Dr. D. S. Kothari and is popularly known 
as Kothari Commission. The Commission 
submitted various recommendations in 
early part of 1966 including those relating 
to the revision of pay scales of teachers. 
Those recommendations were under the 
active consideration of Central and Pun- 
jab Governments before the reorganiza- 
tion of the State of Punjab. After the 
reorganization of the State of Punjab, the 
Punjab Government in pursuance of the 
recommendations of the Kothari Commis- 
sion re-vised the scales of the Government 
teachers -with effect from November 1, 
1966. Letter dated July 29, 1967 -wtis ad- 
dressed by the Punjab Go-vTJmment In this 
connection. The scale of Junior Basic 
Teachers -was fixed at Rs. 125-5-250/10- 
300. The petitioner, who claims to be the 
District President for Kangra District of 
the Primary Teachers Federation, asserts 
that as the pay scales of the teachers have 
been revised in the Punjab In accordance 
with the recommendations of the Kothari 
Commission, they should be rimHarly 
revised in Himachal Pradesh so that the 
pay scales may be at par -with those pre- 
vailing in the Punjab. It Is also alleged 
•^at similar revision of pay scales of 
teachers has tal:en place in Haryana. Re- 
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"Conditions of Service of persons ap- 
pointed to the Central Civil Serwce and 
posts under the administrative control of 


ference has also been made to assurances 
held out by the Education Minister of 
Himachal Pradesh, when the tea*^ 
threatened strike and dhama, that efforts 
would be made by the Pradesh Govern- 
ment to secure for teachers grades recom- 
mended by the Kothari Commission. 

4. The petition has been reasted on 
of the respondents and the am^vit 
of K. Pasricha. Director of Educa- 

tion. Himachal Pradesh, has been filed in 
oppotition to the petition It Is averred 

that the Himachal Pradesh Admimstra- ^ ^ 

tion was not bound to accept • vices and Posts, and be governed by the 

ment the recommendations of the Eotnan « j — » * — 

Commission. Reference has also been 
made on behalf of the respondents to a 
message received from the Ministry of 
Home Affairs that the Himachal Govern- 
ment should not make any announcement 
or make any commitment to give effect to 
the recommendations of Kothari Commis- 
sion unless and until the avallabtiity ol 
fun^ is confirmed by the Government of 

5. It may be stated that during the 
pendency of the writ petition the yeut^ 
nant Governor of Himachal Pradesh with 
the prior approval of the Gavemmert of 
India. Ministry o! Horae Affairs, sanction- 
ed the same scales of pay to the teachers 
wortog under the Himachal Pradesh Gov- 
ernment as were applicable to the teachers 
worl^g under the Delhi Adminislration. 

The revised scale of pav came into force 
with effect from December 21, 1967. As a 
result of this revision, the pav scale of 
Junior Trained Teachers other than those 
who have passed Higher Secondary Ex- 
amination has been fixed at Ra. ll&^150- 
5-160- 8-200-EB-8-24tl-ll)-270. 

6. We have heard Mr. Chltkara on 
behalf of toe petitioner and Mr. Malhotra 
on behalf of the respondents, and are of 
toe view that no case has been made for 
the issuance of a writ to the respondents 
for revision of pay scale of the petitioner. 

So far as the recommendations, contained 
' the Report of the Kothari Commissloa 
» concern^. It is not dispirted that the 
iGovemment of Himachal Pradesh Is not 
legally bound to accept and Implement 
them. It is, however, urged on behalf of 
llhe petitioner that as the Punjab Govt, has 
revi^d toe pav scales of Junior Baric 
Teachers in accordance with toe recom- 
mendations of toe Kothari Commission, 
the Himadial Praderii Government Is like- 
wise bound to revise toe pav scales of 
Jumor Baric Teachers so as to make them 
at par with those prevailing In toe Pun- 
jab. Reference in this connection is made 
to Rule 2 of toe Conditions of Service of 
Union Territories Employees Rules. 3959 
which were issued by the President In pur- 
suance of toe powers conferred by Arti- 
cle 309 of toe Constitution of India. Rule 2 
reads as imden — 


certain administrators. 

The conditions of service of persons ap* 
pointed to toe Central Civil Services and 
posts C bws I, n. Class HI and Class 
IV under the administrative control of the 
Administrators of the Union Territories of 
Delhi Himachal Pradesh, Manipur and 
Tripura, shall subject to any other pro- 
vision made by toe President, be the same 
as toe Conditions of Services appointed 
to other corresponding Central Civil Ser- 


same rules and orders as are for the time 
being applicable to the latter category of 
persons; 

Provided that toe scales of pay and 
dearness and other allowances granted to 
such employees shall imtil any other pro- 
virion is made in this behalf, continue to 
be governed by the orders in force Im- 
mediately before the commencement of 
these rules. 

Provided that in the case of persons 
appointed to services and posts under the 
administrative control of the Administra- 
tor. Himachal Pradesh. If they are draw- 
ing pay at the rates admissible to toe cor- 
responding categories of employees of the 
Puniab Govemmenl it shall be competent 
for toe Administrator to revise their si^eS 
fr o m time to time so as to bring them at 
par with the scales of pay which may be 
aanetioned by the Puniab Government 
from time to time for the corresponding 
categories of employees,” 

According to the learned counsel for the 
petitioner, the second proviso of the above 
rule makes it incumbent upon the Ad- 
ministrator of Himachal Pradesh to rerise 
the scales of teachers In Himachal Pradesh 
60 as to make those scales to be at par 
with toe scales of pay sanctioned by the 
Punjab Government from time to time. 

7. There is. In our opinion, no merit In 
toe above contention advanced on behalf 
of the petitioner. The second proviso 
merely contains an enabling provirion 
with a view to authorize the Administrator 
Himachal Pradesh to revise the pay scales 
of persons, appointed to services and posts 
under his administrative control so as to 
bring them at par with the scales of pay 
which may be sanctioned by toe Punjab 
Government from time to time for toe 
corresponding categories of employees. 
There Is notMng in the above proviso 
whidi makes it imperative or obligatory 
<m toe part of Administrator Himachal 
Pradesh to revise the pav scales of any 
particular category of employees so as to 
bring them at par with toe scales of pay 
for such employees of the Punjab Gov- 
emmenl The word used is "competent” 
which means legally qualified or authoriz- 
ed; it cannot be equated with or treated 
as a substitute for the words "imperativ^t 
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’•inctnnbent” or "obligatory”. If the in- 
teiriretation sought to be placed upon the 
proviso on beh^ of the petitioner were 
to be accepted, we shall have to read the 
words "imperative”, "incumbent” or "obli- 
gatory" instead of the word “competent” 
in the above rule. The proviso merely 
vests in the Administrator, the power to 
revise the pay grades: it does not compel 
him to exercise that power. The ex- 
ercise of the power conferred by the pro- 
viso involves financial implications ^d it 
is manifest that before the exercise of 
such a power the overall budgetary posi- 
tion would have to be taken Into accoimt 
In viev/ of the plain language of the rule, 
it is, in our opinion difficult to hold that 
the Administrator of Himachal Pradesh s 
bound to revise the pay scales of the em- 
ployees under his administrative control, 
whenever there is a revison of the scales 
of corresponding categories of employees 
in the Punjab (^vemment 


8. It has been argued on behalf of the 
petitioner that on a number of occasions 
in the past the Administrator of Himachal 
Pradesh revised scales of pay of certam 
categories of employees whenever their 
pay scales were revised in the Punjab. 
Reference in this context has been made 
to Annexures B-1 to B-8 to the lotion. 
These annexures relate to the revision _ol 
pay scales of overseers of Community 
Development Projects. Kanungos, Photo- 
graphers, Ayurvedic Staff and Editors In 
this respect we find that the affidavit ffled 
on behalf of the respondents shows that 
before the above scales were revised, me 
budeelary position directed that the addi- 
tional expenffiture was to be met from 
within the sanctioned budget So far as 
the revision of scales of teachers fs con- 
cerned. the expenditure involved was on 
the high side and could not be met from 
withhi the sanctioned budget As Himachal 
Pradesh was a Union Territory, prior con- 
currence of the Government of India for 
provisions of the funds for this purirose 
was sought by the Administrator. Re- 
ference was, accordingly, made to ffie^v- 
emment of India in accordance with R. 56 
of ffie Buaness of the Governmem oi 
Himachal Pradesh Rules. 1963. The Gov- 
ernment of India thereupon sent a message 
that no commitment should be given by 
the Himachal Pradesh Administation to 
Sve effect to the recommendations of me 
Kothari Commission unless and unm me 
availability of funds was ronfirmed by the 
Government of India. In view of the 
above, toe petitioner, in our opimom 
not derive any assignee from ffie fact 
that earlier the Administrator had issued 
orders for bringing the 
of certain categories of Himachal Pradem 
employees at par with those prevailing m 
the Punjab. 

Reference on behalf of the petitioner 
1^ made to the folloiving obsenu- 


tions in the case of S. G. Jaisinghani v. 
Union of India. AIR 1967 SC 1427; — 

"In this context it is important to em- 
phasize that the absence of arbitrary power 
is the first essential of the rule of law upon 
which our whole constitutional system is 
based. _ In a system governed by rule of 
law._ discretion, when conferred upon ex- 
ecutive authorities, must be confined with- 
in clearly defined limits. The rule of Law 
from this point of view means that ded- 
sions should be made by the application 
of known prindples and rules and, ‘n 
general such decisions should be predict- 
able and the dtizen should know where he 
is._ If a decision is taken without any 
prindple or without any rule it is un- 
predictable and such a decision is ffie anti- 
thesis of a decision taken in accordance 
with the rule of law.” 

The above observations were made by 
their Lordships in the context of certain 
promotions made in breach of the pre- 
scribed Quota. The said quota had been 
fixed in exercise of the powers given by 
Rule 4 of Income-tax Officers (Class I, 
Grade II) Service Recruitment Rules. The 
above observations can be of no avail to 
the petitioner in the present case because 
the material on the record does not show 
that the respondents had acted arbitrarily. 
On the contrary the material indicates thit 
it was the finandal limitations which stood 
in the wav of the respondents bringing the 
pay scales of the Junior Basic Teachers at 
par with those prevailing in the Punjab. 

9. Reference has also been made on 
behalf of the petitioner to the following 
observations in the case of Durga Charan 
Das V. State of Orissa, AIR 1964 Orissa 
65:— 

*Tt is true that this Court is not bound 
either by the opinion given by the Public 
Service Commission or that given by the 
Governor of Orissa as regards the con- 
struction of a statutory rule. But where 
an established practice appears to have 
grown up on the basis of Interpretations 
given by higher authorities, that practice 
be a useful guide in construing statu- 
tory provisions dealing with conditions of 
sendee of public servants.” 

The above observations were made while 
dealing with R 6 of Rules issued for the 
protection of officers of the old Bihar and 
Orissa Service who were permanently 
transferred to Orissa. The learned Judges 
in that case found that the interpretation 
of R 6 presented some difficulty. It was 
in that context that the observation re- 
produced above, was made. In the pre- 
sent case there Is no difficulty so far as 
the interpretation of the second proviso to 
Rule 2 of the 1.959 Rules is concerned be- 
cause the language of that proviso is plain 
and unambiguous. There is also notiting 
to show that the second proviso to Rule 2 
of 1959 Rules was the subiect-matlcr of 
Interpretation in the past and that the 
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tion. As such, the petitioner. ^ oip 
opinion, cannot derive any xnatertal help 
from the above Orissa authority. 

10. The petition consequently falls and 
is dismissed, but, in the circumstances, we 
leave the parties to bear their own costs. 

Petition dismissed. 


AIR 1970 DELHI 132 (V 57 C 31) 
HARDAYAL HARDY AND 
S. N. ANDLEY, JJ. 

Raiendra Sareen, Petitioner v. The 
State of Haryana and others, Bespon- 

avil Writ No. 851 of 1968, D/- 18-^ 
1969. 

(A) Constitution of India, 309 

Proviso — Rules under — • Punjab Public 
Relations Department (Gazcttedl S^ce 
Rules a958), R. 10(1) — Expressira ‘per- 
manent vacancies’* — Mean in g oL 
The words "appointed against Pe™?- 
nent vacandes” in sub-rule (1) of Rule 10 
cannot be interpreted eq as to mean that 
"appointed not only against permanmt 
posts but also against perman^ pi^ 
wUch are permanently vacant. (Para 40) 
If for the application of Rule 10(0^ 
Is necessary that both the post and the 
vacancy should be of a permanent nature 
then the words "if there is a pennanent 
vacancy against wWch such 'member can 
be confirmed” as embodied In the proviso 
to sub-rule (3) will become otiose. Ap- 
olvlng the rie of hannonlous construc- 
tion to eub-nde (1) and the proriso to 
sub-rule (3). the only proper meaning to 
be given to the expression "permanent 
vacandes” In sub-rule (I) Is vacand« to 
permanent posts, no matter raw those 
vacandes may have occurred. The TOcan- 
des in the posts may be the result of 
incumbents ol those posts having been 
appointed to other posts tempor^y or 
In an offidating capadty. . (Para 411 

(B) Constitution of India, Arts. 311 
and 309 Proviso — Rules under Art. 309 
— Punjab Public Relations De- 
partment (Gazetted) Service Rules (1953). 
R. 10(3) Proviso — Servant appointed on 
probation — Expiry of maa dm um period 
of probation — No eruress order of eon- 
prmatinn passed — EQeet. . 

The service rules fix a certain period 
of bCTond whldi the probationary 
period cannot be extended. If an em- 
ployee appointed or promoted to a post 
on probation is allowed to continue to 
that post after completion of the maxf- 
■ — period of probation without 


the probationary period beyond 
fnaTimiTm period fixed by it. In suw a 
case. It Is permissible to draw the inf^ 
ence that the employee allowed to conti- 
nue In the post on completion of the 
maximum period of probation has been 
confirmed to the post by implication. 
AIR 1968 SC 1210. ReL on. 

(Paras 33 and 44) 

(C) Constitution of India, Art. 311 — 
Snbriantive appointment to permanent 
post — Rights and status of such servant 
^^ubsequent transfer to temporary post 
^ Effect. 

In the absence of any special contract 
the substantive appenntment to a perma- 
nent post gives the servant so appointed a 
right to hold the post imtil under the 
rules, he attains the age of superannua- 
tion or Is compulsorily retired after hav- 
ing put in the prescribed number of 
years' service or the post Is abolished and 
service cannot be terminated except 
by way of punishment for misconduct, 
negligence, toeffidenev or any other dis- 
Qualification found against him on proper 
enquiry after due notice. AIR 1958 SC 
36. HeL on. (Para 46) 

Once It is held that the servant has ao- 
ouired the status of a permanent Govern- 
ment servant his subsequent transfer to 
a post whether that post is permanent or 
temporarv would not derogate from his 
status and rights as sudx (Para 46} 

(D) Civil Services — Punjab Civil 
Services Rules. Volume XL R, 5.9(b) — 
Notice of disebazgo envisaged by the 
Rule is couscaueot upon "tbo reduction 
of an cstablishmeut” contemplated under 
R. S.7 of the Rules — Discharge of peti- 
tioner from service not as result of any 
reduction of establishment Order ter- 
minating bis service by one month’s 
notice held liable to be quash^. 

(Para 49) 

(E) Constitution of Didla, Art 311 ^ 
'Appointment to temporary post for defi- 
nite period — ' Termination befOTo expiry 
of period by ^ving one month’s notice — * 
Validity. 

■When the appointment to a tempo r ary 
post Is for a definite period, the servant 
so appointed acquires a right to his tenure 
for that period which cannot be put an 
end to unless there Is a apodal contract 
entitling the employer to do so on giving 
the requisite notice or the person so 
appoint^ Is, on enquiry held on due 
notice to the servant and after giving him 
a reasonable opportunity, to defend him- 
self, found guilty of misconduct-negU- 
gence, Inefficiency or any other disquali- 
fication and Is by wav of ptmishment dis- 


TTirrm w. r— — - 

tnlss^or removrf from service or reduo 
deemed to continue in that post as a pro- ^ T anW. AIR 1958 SC 36. BeL on. 

(Paras 50. 51 & 52) 
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Cases Seferred: Clironological Paras 
(1968) AIR 1968 SC 1210 (V 55) = 

(1968) 3 SCR 1, State of Punjab v. 


Dharam Singh 38, M. 

(1968) L.P,C. No. 12 of 1968 (Puni) 44 
(1967) Civil Writ No. 1623 of 1966, 

D/- 29-11-1967 (Puni), Shri Anup 
Singh V. State of Punjab 44 

(1958) AIR 1958 SC 36 (V 45) = 

1958 SCR 828, Parshotana Lai 
Dhingra v. Union of India 46, 50 


S. N. Chopra and P, P. Rao, for Peti- 
tioner; C. D, Dewan and Rameshwar 
Dial, for Respondents. 


JUDGiVIENT: — The petitioner’s chal- 
lenge in this petition under Article 226 
of the Constitution is to an order dated 
31st October. 1968 whereby his services 
were terminated with effect from the 
date of receipt of the communication 
bearing the same date addressed to him 
by the Under Secretary Protocol and 
Pubhcity, Government of Haryana, on 
behalf of the Chief Secretary to the said 
Government The communication further 
stated that one month’s salary in lieii of 
the period of notice was being allowed to 
the petitioner. 


2. The grounds on which the validity 
of the above order is challenged by the 
petitioner are (1) that he being a perma- 
nent Government servant, the order ter- 
Tninnting his services amounts to dismis- 
sal and therefore contravenes the provi- 
aons of Article 311 of the Constitution, 
(2) that even if he is held to be a tempo- 
rary Government servant ^ appoint- 
ment being conterminous with the post 
held by him, the termination of his ser- 
vice while the post to stiU in existence 
would contravene Article 311 of the Con- 
stitution and (3) that in my event _ the 
order terminating his services to vitiated 
by mala fides on the part of Shri Bansi 
Tial, Chief Milder Haryana State, who 
is impleaded in the petition as respondent 
No. 2 and Shri G. L, Bailur, Director 
Public Relations. Govt of Haryana, res- 
pondent No. 3, inasmuch _ as they were 
actuated by personal malice and iU-will 
against the petitioner. 

. 3. The petitioner alleged that he join- 
ed the service of the composite State of 
Punjab on 22-6-1957 as State Press Liai- 
son Officer in Delhi on a starting salary 
of Rs 600/- per mensem in the grade of 
Rs. 500-25-650/30-800 in the PubUc Ra- 
tions Department of the State. The 
creation of the post with the said scale of 
pay and the appointment of tlie petitioner 
fijprnto were both done simultaneously 
b^^ one md the same order dated 28-6- 
1957. In July 1962 the post was mdud- 
ed in the cadre of tte Punjab Pubhc 
Edations Service wliich wns created at 
that time. In' between the petitioner was 
granted extraordinary leave for a Penod 
of six montlis from 21st ISovember 19o9 
to 18th May 1960 with perrmssioa to 


act as a Special Correspondent of the 
Hindustan Times, New Delhi in Pakistan, 
on a salary of Rs. 1500 per mensem. On 
return frorn leave the petitioner resumed 
Ms service in the depaitment and worked 
in an equivalent port of Deputy Director 
till Jime 1966. hi 1960 the petitioner 
crossed the efficiency bar and his pay 
was raised from Rs. 650/- to Rs. 680/- per 
mensem with effect from 24-12-1960. 

4. On 20th June, 1966, the petitioner 
was re-posted to DelM in his original post 
of State Press liaison Officer. On the re- 
organisation of the composite State of 
Punjab and its bifurcation into two sepa- 
rate States of Punjab and Haryana the 
port held by the petitioner was allocated 
to the State of Haryana on 1-11-1966, 
Along with the port the services of the 
petitioner were also turned over by the 
Central Government under the Punjab 
Reorganisation Act, 1966. to the State of 
Haryana. 

5. _ From 1-12-1966 to 24-3-1967 the 
services of the petitioner were lent on 
deputation by the State of Haryana to 
the State of Punjab for appointment as 
Officer on Special Duty (Public Affairs) 
with the Chief Minister of Punjab in the 
scale of Rs. 1000-50-50-1500. 

On 2^3-1967 the petitioner reverted to 
Ms original port of State Press li^on 
Officer at DelM under the Government of 
Haryana and continued to vmrk as such 
till the date of the impugned order dated 
31rt October 1968. 

6. The petitioner further alleged that 
the duties attached to Ms office were to 
maintain liaison between the State of 
Haryana and the Press in DelM, to ex- 
plain the policies of the State Govern- 
ment to leading publicmen and to see 
that the various matters relating to the 
State of Haryana were handled in con- 
formity with the instructions received by 
Mm from the Government from time to 
time. His duty also was to arrange 
interview for the CMef Minister with the 
gentlemen of "the fourth estate” and 
with other authorities and agencies . . at 
Delhi, According to the petitioner, in 
the discharge of his aforesaid duties he 
had to work for the most part under the 
personal direction of the CMef Minister 
of the State. 

7. The petitioner claimed that eince 
Ms appointment in June 1957 no fault 
was ever found with his work by succes- 
sive CMef Ministers and other superior 
officers under whom he had to work. 
Things however took a diflcrcnt turn 
when on 19-5-19G8 respondent No. 2 vms 
elected leader of the Haryana Congress 
Legislature Party and was due to be 
sworn in as the CMef klinister of the State 
at New Delhi on 21-5-1968. The petition 
recites a series of events to which deleilod 
reference will be made hereafter when I 
come to deal with the allegations of mala 
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fides. The petition also sets out certain 
Incidents between, the ocHtioner and res- 
pondent No. 3 from whicn he wanted an 
inference of collaboration between res- 
pondents 2 and 3 to brini» about his dis- 
missal from service to be drawn. A de- 
tailed reference to those will also be 
made hereafter. 

8. According to the petitioner, the 
fliTTin-K was reached when respondent 
No. 2 felt greatly upset over the failure 
of the petitioner to arrange for publica- 
tion in the mormng issues of leading 
newspapers of Z>elhi on Slst October. 1668 
a declaration made by Shii Niialingappa. 
President of the All India Congress Com- 
mittee. in a speech delivered by him at 
a public meeting at Faridabad on the 
night of 30th October 1968 wherein Shri 
Nijallngappa had inter alia stated that 
the Government headed by Shri Banst 
Xial (respondent No. 2) would not fall so 
long as he was the President of the Con- 
gress. The petitioner submitted that 
Shri Nilalingappa's speech had a great 
political significance and was calculated 
to strengthen the position of respondent 
Na 2 in the Stale of Haryana. Respon- 
dent No. 2 was therefore amrious to tee 
that said etatement of Shri Nija- 
Uogappa was given the widest possible 

g ress coverage within the shortest possl- 
le time. 

9. The petitioner alleged that he ex- 
pired to respondent No. 2 that the 
newspaper and News Agency Correspon- 
dents whom he had taken to Faridabad 
lor the press coverage of (he meeting had 
returned to Delhi too late in the night to 
be able to submit their copy In time for 
insertion in the morning issues of the 
papers and had therefore deeded to put 
out the news of the meeting and m parti- 
cular. the above declaration made by Shri 
Nllalingappa on 1-11-1968. But resom- 
dent No. 2 who was already preiudiced 
against the petitioner was greatly worked 
up at the absence of the news in the 
Delhi Press on 31st October 1968 and 
threatened to take immediate action 
against tiim. 

10. In the afternoon of 31st October 
1968, respondent No. 2 left for Chandi- 
garh and saw to it that an order purport- 
ing to terminate the petitioner’s services 
with effect from the date of the receipt 
of the order by the petitioner was passed 
afttf office hours that very dlay and even 
arranged to have it served on the peti- 
tioner at 2-25 PJiL on 1-11-1968 which 
was a holiday, through a epedal mes- 
senger. 

IL Two separate affidavits were filed 
by the respondents in oppodtion to the 
petition. One affidavit was by respon- 
dent Na 2 in which he controverted the 
petitioner’s ■ allegations of mala fides 
against him. The second affidavit was by 
respondent Na 3 In which besides meet- 


ing the allegations of malice etc. made 
against him personally, he replied to 
other allegations of the petitioner on the 
basis of the mformation derived from 
official records. 

12. As apart from the plea of mala 
fides the principal allegation made by the 
petitioner was that he was a permanent 
Government servant or at any rate. Ms 
appointment was conterminous with the 
po^ of State Press liaison Officer and 
the said post was not only in existence 
at the time he was serveci with the im- 
pugned order but was actually included 
by a Gazette Notification issu^ in July 
1962 in the cadre of the Punjab Public 
Relations Service that had been created 
at that time, and the allegation was 
denied in the affidavit filed by respon- 
dent No. 3. the petitioner filed on 19th 
February 1969 a reioinder affidavit. In 
that affidavit besides controverting the 
other aliegaPons of respondents 2 and 
3 in the affidavits filed bv them, the peti- 
tioner specifically traversed the allega- 
tion that the post of. State Press Liairon 
Officer was never made permanent and 
had throughout remainra an ex-cadre 
post The petitioner produced with Ms 
afficlavit a copy of the relevant Govern- 
ment Notification which pnma fade sup- 
ported his claim and refuted the con- 
trary allegation made In the afficlavlt of 
respondent No. 3, I shall advert to this 
aspect of the case at some length when 1 
come to discuss the nature of the post 
held by the petitioner. 


13. At this stage it will suffice to say 

that since the point was of some bnport- 
ance and in a wav. went to the root of 
the petitioner’s claim, by our order dated 
July 21. 1969 we gave opportunity to the 
respondents to file affidavits including an 
affidavit of Shrf E. N. Mangat Rai. 1.CS.. 
who was Chief Secretary to the Govern- 
ment of Punjab at the relevant time and 
had signed the Notification on behalf of 
the Governor and also to file necessary 
documents in support of their stand. A 
dmilar conortunity was aim to 

the petitioner. 

14. After the necessary affidavits and 
documents were filed by both sides we 
proceedrf to hear arguments. Meanwhile 
the petitioner filed one more aoulication 
for summomng respondent No. 2 for 
croK-examination on some of the points 
arising out of his affidavit. On August 
28. 1969 the counsel for the State of 
Haryana (respondent No. l) sought leave 
to place on record an additional affidavit 
of Shri Ram S. Verma. Deputy Secretary 
to Government of Harvana. Public Rela- 
tions Department a copy of which was 
suppli^ by him to the • petitioner. The 
affidavit waS’ allowed to olarad on 
record and was referred to by both sides 
although no formal order was made by 
us In that behalf, 
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15. Mr. Dewan who appeared for the 
respondents conceded that if the peti- 
tioner’s plea of mala fides was accepted 
the impugned order would have to be 
quashed. I will therefore discuss the 
question of mala fides first. 


IG. According to the petitioner, he 
first incurred tiie displeasure of respon- 
dent No. 2 when soon after the latter’s 
election as leader of the Haryana Con- 
gress Legislature Party he addressed a 
Press Conference at DelhL In the course 
of that conference, respondent No. 2 
made an imprudent statement that per- 
sonally he was not at all convinced that 
Haryana interests demanded inclusion of 
Chandigarh in that State. The petitioner 
alleged that apprehending that the said 
statement of respondent No. 2 might give 
rise to a political controvensy having seri- 
ous repercussions sought his permission 
to request the Press Correspondents that 
the above statement should be treated 
as off the record. Respondent No. 2 re- 
sented the petitioner's reouest although 
he accepted and acted upon the sugges- 
tion. Respondent No. 2 denied the ina- 
dent and stated in his affidavit that ha 
did not recall having made any such 
statement. He also stated that person- 
ally he was all along in favour of inclu- 
sion of Chandigarh in Haryana State and 
in fact said so afterwards, as was •'vldent 
from the report appearing in the Tribune 
dated the 26th June, 1968. 


■ 17. For my part, 1 am not impressed 
by the denial of this incident by respon- 
dent No. 2 and would rather prefer the 
petitioner’s veraon of it It is rather 
amazing that respondent No. 2 should 
rememPer what he said towards the end 
of June and plead loss of memory about 
something that had happened barely a 
month before that The, press conference 
of May 19. 1968 was the first of its i^d 
addressed by respondent No. 2 and it is 
quite likely that he said away something 
in a moment of excitement under the 
stress of questions by Press Correspon- 
dents which probably did not represent 
his real views on the subiect If tlic 
petitioner therefore intervened to save 
the situation respondent No.' 2 should 
rather be grateful to him than to resent 
his intervention. Anyway, the incident 
is too triwal to form the foundation of a 
charge of mala fides against respondent 


No. 2. 

18. The petitioner next referred to 
certain statements made by respohdemt 
No 2 wherein he was alleged to have 
alluded to Shri G. L. Nanda. former 
Home Minister in tlio Central Goveru- 
ment as Iiis "guru” and to have declared 
that he would function as Chief Minister 
according to Shri Nanda’s advice Tue 
petitioner further alleged that when res- 
pondent No. 2 became the_ Chief Min-ster, 
he was very dose to Shn G. L. KanCB 


and Shri Bhagwat Dayal Shiuma formei; 
Chief Minister of Haryaiie "The peh'- 
tioner’s association with Shri G. L. Nanda 
was therefore in obedience to tte express 
instructions of respondent No. 2. Towards 
the beginning of August 1968, however 
differences developed between respondend 
No. 2 and Shri G. L. Nanda which by tha 
end of August 1968 became almost irre- 
concilable and in due course they actually 
fell out. As respondent No. 2 felt that 
the petitioner was closely associated with 
Shri G. L. Nanda he became suspicious o£ 
and indifferent to the petitioner and start- 
ed avoiding him. 

19. Respondent No. 2 denied thesa 
allegations. Here again it would appear 
that his denial of what he was alleged to 
have said about Shri G. L. Nanda in the 
early days of his office as Chief Minister, 
is to say the least, disingenuous. The 
petitioner has placed on record newspaper 
cuttings whidi clearly bear ouc the truth 
of his assertion although it may be .aid 
that there is nothing concrete on the file 
to contradict the further statement made 
by respondent No. 2 that his personal 
relations with Shri G. L. Nanda were by 
no means strained. 'The question how- 
ever is whether the allegation is strong 
enough to lead to an inference that 
respondent No. 2 would make a scape- 
goat of the petitioner because there was 
cooling off of relations between him and 
Shri G. L. Nanda. It may be that some- 
time when politicians fall out their 
quarrels may have adverse repercussions 
on the fortunes of civil servants who may 
have aligned themselves with one side or 
the other. But that is precisely why the 
civil servants are expected to remain 
detached from politicians. Anvwav. what- 
ever may be the state of relationship be- 
tween respondent No. 2 and Shri G. L. 
Nanda, I would need something more 
tangible than what the petitioner has been 
able to prove in this case to induce me to 
hold that the petitioner’s loss of Ms job 
is due to estrangement between respon- 
dent No. 2 and Shri G. L. Nanda and to 
the petitioner’s association with the latter. 

20. The petitioner then stated that on 
or about the 23rd June 1968 respondent 
No. 2 had telephoned from Srinagar and 
asked him to fix an. appointment for him 
with the editors of the Statesman and the 
Times of India New' DelM in order that he 
might complain to them against their Cor- 
respondents at Chandigarh who he said 
were not reporting his statements properly, 
and had been criticial about his function- 
ing as CMef Minister. The petitioner 
alleged that he tried to dissuade res- 
pondent No. 2 from this course and 
adxdsed him that Ms complaints against 
the Pre.ss Correspondents might make his 
position difficult The petitioner further 
affoged that respondent No. 2 was very 
much irritated at this and ended the con-. 
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versation abruptly yrfth the words "do as 
you like.” 

21. The allegation was denied by res- 
pondent No. 2. The petitioner thereupon 
moved an application requesting that re- 
levant records be sent for from the Tele- 
phones Department Srinagar and respon- 
dent No. 2 be also summoned for cross- 
exanunation. We however, did not con- 
rider it necessary to make any such order 
as in our opinion, the allegation, even If 
true was hardly enough either by Itself 
or in conjunction with other facts to make 
out a case of mala fides against respon- 
dent No. 2. 

22. The last Inrident which according 
to the petitioner led to toe bursting of the 
simmering cauldron of prejudice in the 
mind of respondent No. 2 was the peti- 
tioner’s failure to arrange for publication 
of toe declaration made by Shri NUaling- 
appa in the public meeting held at Farlda- 
bad on the ziight of SOth October 1863. The 
broad facts of the incident have already 
been mentioned before and therefore, need 
not be repeated, it however appears to us 
that toe very foundation of toe petitioner’a 
allegation In this behalf is wrong. Bis 
case is that respondent No. 2 was so 
greatly upset oyer the absence of news In 
toe morning Issues of Delhi newspapers 
on October 31, 1968 that he went post- 
haste to Chandigarh the same day and 
got the order of petitioner’s removal &om 
settee passed after offlce-ho;ira and saw 
to its despatch by a ex)eclal messenger on 
toe following day. As toe allegation was 
denied by respondent No. 2 who had 
stated that he had taken toe derision to 
terminate the services of toe petitioner on 
the 2gth October 1968 and that the file 
of the case did not come to him at any 
time between toe 29th October 1968 and 
31st October 1963 or later nor did he talk 
to the Chief Secretary that the order should 
be issued immediatriy and that arrange- 
ments shcmld be xnade to serve toe same 
upon the petitioner on the following day, 
we c^ed for the original files and satlsfira 
ourselves that the petitioner’s all^atlons 
were not correct and that the derision to 
terminate the services of toe 'petitioner 
had in fact been taken by respondent 
No. 2 on October 29, 1968. 

23. I therefore, hold that there Is no 
merit in the petitioner’s allegation that 
the impugned order was made by respon- 
d^t No. 2 because of any personal pre- 
judice or malice against the petitioner or 
that respondent No. 2 abused his power In 
anv manner to bring about toe petitioner’s 
removal from service. 

24, *11113 brings me to toe petitioner’a 
allegations of mala fides against respon- 
dent No. 3. The petitioner did not accuse 
respondent No. 3 of having any personal 
ill-will against him. His suggestion rather 
was that respondent Na 3 was more or 


less refiecting the mood of respondent 
No. 2 against him and was taking his cue 
from him. The petitioner alleged that on 
24-10-1668 he was called to Chandigarh 
for reconriHatimi of outstanding accounts. 
In toe course of his discussions with res- 
pondent No. 3 he noticed that toe latter 
was tmusually terse and prone to find 
fault with the petitioner. Respondent 
No. 3 Insisted that the vouchers on ac- 
count of taxi-fare should Indicate toe dis- 
tance covered as per milo-metre and the 
eriiedule of rates presinibed. The peti- 
tioner explained that In Delhi all taxi-cabs 
were not equip;^ with milo-metres 
which were In working order and only 
fare metres were fitted as per statutory 
requirements. Respondent No. 3 perrist- 
ed that toe petitioner should give the dis- 
tances covered in respect of each voucher 
submitted by him, ihe petitioner there- 
upon said that in future he would try to 
comply with this requirement to toe extent 
it was possible but so far as toe vouchers 
la question were concerned, he requested 
that they be passed. Respondent No. 3 
did not accept the suggestion and inristed 
on the petitioner furnishing the dis- 
tance in respect of each voucher. This 
led the petitioner to remark that in that 
ease he would have to run the distance 
all over again in order to measure the dis- 
tances. On this respondent No. 3 got 
Infuriated and "Don’t talk non-sense”. 
The petitioner protested gainst tola re- 
mark and said that he was not accustom^ 
to such intemperate language. Respon- 
dent No. 3 then as^ the petitioner to 
leave his room. 

25. The broad details of the Inrident 
were not disputed by respondent No. 3 
toough he attempted to ^ve a riant to 
toe version by putting toe blame on the 
petitioner for being rather flippant In his 
behaviour and made his own part look 
quite Innocuous. Whatever be the truth 
and it may be that the petitioner's beha- 
viour on that day left a subriratum of 
prejudice In the mind of respondent No. 3 
against the petitioner, toe connection of 
the incident with the decision to tenni- 
naie the services of the petitioner appears 
to me to be too remote, keeping In view 
the fact that the final order itself was 
passed by respondent No. 2 and not by 
respondent No. 3. The result Is that toe 
petitioner’s plea of mala fides against res- 
pondent No. 3 also fails and is rejected. ‘ 

28. I shall now take up the other two 
contentions of toe petitioner regarding 
tte nature of the post held him and 
his right to hold the same. 

27. The respondents placed on 'record 
the various posts held by the petitioner 
from the date of his appointment on 22-6- 
1957^ to the date of termlnatira of his 
services on 1-11-1968. ^e chronological 
order of the petitioner’s postings Is as 
follows-- 
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S. Post Held 

1. State Oaison Officer 

2. Deputy Director (Hddl 

3. Officer on Special Duty, 

4. Deputy Director (Press! 

6. State liaison Officer 

6, R^ained on Deputation 
with Pimjab Govemment 

7. State Press Liaison Officer 


Haryana [Prs. 27-33] 

Period for which hdd 
22-6-1957 to 18-7-1960 
09-7-1960 to 19-9-1960 
20-9-1960 to 26-6-1962 
27-6-1962 to 14-6-1966 
05-6-1966 to 30-11-1966 

0-12-1966 to 24-3-1967 
25-3-1967 to 1-11-1968 


28. It is common groimd that the only 
order relating to the petitioner’s appoint- 
ment is the one contained in the Mem- 
orandum dated 28-6-1957 addressed by 
Shri Nakul Sen L C. S. Chief Secretary, 
Govemment Punjab to the Director of 
Public Relations Punjab which reads as 
jmden — 

"Sub: CREATION OF THE POST OP 
STATE PRESS LIAISON OF- 
FICER AT DELHI: 

The Governor of Punjab Is pleased^ to 
create the post of State Press Liaison 
Officer at Delhi in the scale of Rupees 
500-25-650/30-800 with effect from the 
22nd June. 1957 tiU the 28th Feb. 1958 
and the appointment of Shri Rajendra 
Sareen thereto. 


2. The expenditure will be met from 
within the Budget grant imder the head 
"57-Miscellaneous-D-Publicity Board-D- 
I-Publidty Board" for the year 1957-58.” 

29. It is also common ground that 
although the initial creation of the post 
of State Press Liaison Officer at Delhf 
and the petitioner’s appointment there- 
to were for the duration of about 8 
months from 22-6-57 to 28-2-1958, the post 
was renewed from year to year on the 
basis of annual sanctions granted by the 
govemment i.e., from the 1st day of 
M^ch in one year till the 28th day of 
February in the following year and 
although no specific order continuing the 
petitioner’s appointment to the post was 
made after 28-2-1958, he kept on holding 
the post till 18-7-1960, In betiveen be 
was granted extraordinary leave from 
21-11-1959 till 18-5-1960. Between 19-7- 
1960 and 26-6-1962 the petitioner held 
two other posts in the Department of 
Public Relations but it was not disputed 
that those two posts viz.. Deputy Director 
(Field) and Officer on Special Duty -were 
both of equivalent status and pay. From 
27-6-1962 to 14-6-1966 the petitioner held 
the post of Deputy Director (Press) and 
then once again as State Press Liaison 
Officer from 16-6-1966 to 30-11-1966 and 
it is on the basis of tliat incumben^ alone 
that the petitioner laid claim to bemg a 
permanent Govemment servant. The 
respondents admitted the petitioner’s ap- 
pointment to these posts, '^ey 
admitted that he held the posts for the 
periods mentioned above. The re^n- 
dents further admitted that the post of 
Deputy Director (Press) v/as a pendent 
post. It was also a cadm post: but their 


contention was that the petitioner’s ap- 
pointment thereto was on a temporary 
basis. As regards the post of State Press 
liaison Officer their contention was that 
it was neither a cadre post nor a perma- 
nent post 

30. The petitioner however succeeded 
in e^blishing that the post of State Press 
Liaison Officer was included in the cadre 
In July 1962. In this coimection the peti- 
tioner placed on record a Gazette Noti- 
fication dated the 11th July 1962 which 
dearly showed that on and from that date 
at least there could be no doubt about the 
post of State Press Liaison Officer being a 
cadre post in Class H of the service, 

31. The production of this notification 
whicffi is to he found as Annexure X to the 
petitioner’s rejoinder dated the 19ffi 
February, 1969 at page 125 of the file gave 
rise to fresh controversy between the par- 
ties^ which was only resolved by the affi- 
davit of Shri E. N. Mangat Rai who was 
Chief Secretary to the Punjab Govt, at 
the relevant time and had signed the said 
notification on behalf of the Governor of 
Punjab. According to the notification, a 
new Service called the "Punjab Public 
Relations Service’’ was suppos^ to have 
been created by the Governor including 
therein the posts mentioned in the noti- 
fication after classifying them into Class I 
and IL 

32. The petitioner claimed that the 
posts of Deputy Director (Press) to which 
he was appointed on 27-6-1962 and the 
State Press Liaison Officer to which he 
reverted on 16-6-1966, being cadre posts 
in the newly created public Relations 
Service under the aforesaid notification, 
he should be held to have been appointed 
substantively to a permanent post and iiad 
therefore, the rights and privileges of a 
permanent Govemment Servant. After 
the filing of the said notification the re.s- 
pondents abandoned tlieir initial stand and 
conceded that on and from 11-7-1962 tiie 
post of State Press Liaison Officer did 
become a cadre post. They howev^Dr, 
strongly resisted the petitioner’s plea tiiaf 
the notification created any new Service. 
They also vehemently asserted that the 
post of State Press IJaison Officer though 
included in the cadre and classified as 
Class II post was nevertheless a ten?- 
porary post 

33. As regards creation of a new Scr- 
Mice by thn aforesaid notification, on a 
perusal of the affidavit filed by Shri E. N, 
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Mandat Ral on 7*&*1969. I am satisfied 
that it was not the Intention of the 
I>unjab Government at any time to create 
any new Service. All that had haroened 
was that the Director. Public Relations and 
Tourism, Punjab had addressed a letter 
dated the 19th June 1961 to the Chief 
Setxetarv to Government of Punjab (Pro- 
tocol and ^bliaty Branch) on the subject 
of classification of services in the Public 
Relations Department. Punjab. The pro- 
1X3^ was examined at various levels and 
ultimately on the analoffV of the oractice 
followed by certain other departments of 
the Ihmjab State the Puniab Public Re- 
lations Department (Gazetted) Service was 
named as "Punjab Public Relations Ser- 
vice (P. P. R. S.) and the gazetted posts 
were classified into Class I and EL 

34. The ex pression "creation of Ser- 
vice’’ as used in the Notification when con- 
sidered in the background of the various 
letters and notings to which Shri Uangat 
Bai referred in his affidavit would thus 
appear to be an unhapov expresslop. In 
re^ty the Punjab Public Relations Service 
mentioned in the noUfieation was merely 
a new came for the same old Service, 
namely, the Punjab Public Relatioos De- 
partment (Gazetted) Service with the dif- 
ference that (our new posts which were 
not mentioned In Aspendiz "A" to the 
Punjab Public Relations Depariznent 
(Gazetted) Service Rules, 19S8 viz (1) Of- 
ficer on Spedal Duty. (2) State Press 
liaison Officer. (3) Exhibition Officer and 
(41 Song and Drama Officer, were also 
Induded In the cadre. 

35. Raving failed In their att emp t to 
prove that the post of State Egress liaison 
Officer was not a cadre post the respon- 
dents took the stand that in emy. event, 
it was not a permanent post. hir. Dewan. 
learned counsel for the respondents, 
strenuously urged that it was not neces* 
sary that all posts in a cadre should be 
permanent According to the learned 
counseL a cadre could be wholly tem- 
porary or it may contain posts within It 
t>oth temporary and permanent In sup- 
port of his submission. Mr. Dewan drew 
our attention to the affidavit of Shil E. N. 
Mangat Rai and also to the fresh affidavit 
filed on 23-3-1969 by Shri Ram S. Verma 
Deputy Secretary to Government Haryana. 
Public Relations Department wherein It 
was stated that according to the relevant 
documents and files of the Department ex- 
amined by him. all the posts mentioned in 
Appendix A to the 1958 Rules were not of 
permanent character. As an instance he re- 
ferred to the post of Administrative Of- 
ficer which was temporary and conUnued 
to be so until it was made Permanent by 
the Government Order dated the 25th 
September. 1964. He farther stated that 
the post of the State Press Liaison Offic^ 
bad all along been temporary uadi the 
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creation of the post of Jdnt Director In 
June 1962. When the post of State Pr^ 
t.ialw Ti officer was thrown In abeyance and 
It remained so till June 1966 likewise the 
post of Officer on Special Duty was a tem- 
porary post at the time of the notification 
dated the 11th July 1962 and it continued 
to be 60 even thereafter. Similarly the 
Posts of Ihihihition Officer and Song and 
Drama Officer were of temoorarv chara- 
cter and were made permanent by the 
order of Government dated the 1st 
September 1966 'The deponent supported 
his averments by reference to certain 
documents of wbi^ coffies were filed with 
the affidavit 

36. It is true that this affidavit was 
filed almost at the conclusion of the argu- 
ments but a copy of the affidavit was sup- 
plied to the petitioner and although he bad 
ample opportunity to contradict the 
averments made therein he did not make 
anv attempt to do so. In mv opinion the 
respondents have placed suffident material 
on record to establish that In spite of Its 
Inclusion In the cadre by the notification 
of July 11. 1962 the post of State Press 
liaison Officer stUl continued to remain 
temporary and no orders were ever passed 
by Government to convert it into a pe> 
manent post As the post itself was tem- 
porary and was being renewed by annua! 
sanction every year the Question of petl* - 
doner's appointment to that post In a 
permanent capadtv could not pesrihly 
arise. Mr. Chopra learned counsel for the 
petitioner however, argued that the tietl- 
tioner's claim to permanency was not 
founded merely on his appointment to the 
post of State Press liaison Officer. U 
rested on a more solid foundation. Mr. 
Chopra urged that it had not been denied 
by the respondents that the recruitment 
and conditions of Service of persons ap- 
pointed to the Punjab Ehiblic Relat ion s 
Department (Gazetted) Service and Its re- 
chnstened successor, the Punjab I^bUc 
Heiabons service werev reeuhted by tbs 
Punjab Public Relations Department 
(Gazetted) Service Rules. 1958. These 
rules were framed by the Governor of 
Punjab In exercise of his powers under 
the proviso to Art. 309 of the Constitutkai 
and bad therefore statutory binding force; 

37. Rule 9 of the Baid rules which re- 

lates to the method of recruitment to 
various posts in the Service provides la 
6ub-nJe fb) that in the case of Deputy 
Director, Public Relations, the recruit- 
ment shall be made— .r 

(I) by selection from among the Public 
Relations Officer. Editors. District Public 
Relations Officers, and the Superintendent} 
provided they have five years' experienea 
in their respective posts, or 

(U1 by transfer or deputation of a person 
already in the service of the Government 
of a State or of the Union, or 
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(iii) bv direct appointment 
When the petitioner who was already !n 
the service of the State was fransferred 
on 26-6-1962 to the post of Deputy Direc- 
tor (Press) vice Shri Rajendra Nath who 
was transferred as State Press Liaison Of- 
fice and then Joint Director at Delhi, he 
should be held to have been recruited to 
that post by transfer in accordance with 
Eub-rule fb) (ii) of R. 9 mentioned above. 


38. Mr. Chopra next referred to R. 10 
and submitted that after the petitioner was 
appointed to the post imder R. 9 (b) (ii) he 
was to remain on probation for a period 
of one year but the total period of pro- 
bation could in no case exceed three years. 
Thereafter the petitioner automatically 
became permanent if there was a Per- 
manent vacancy against which he could be 
confirmecL It could not be disputed, that 
the petitioner continued to hold the post 
of Deputy Director (Press) from 27-6-1962 
to 14-6-1966. This was more than the 
maximum period of probation prescribed 
under R. 10 which reads as under; — 

‘TO. Probation — (1) M^bers of the 
service, who are appointed against 
permanent vacancies, shall on appoint- 
ment to any post in the Service rem^ on 
probation, for a period of two years in the 
case of members recruited^ by direct ap- 
pointment, and one year in the case of 
members recruited otherwise. 

Provided that the period of service spent 
on deputation or on a corresponding or a 
higher post may be allowed to 
towards the period of probation fixed 
under this rule. 

(2) If the work or conduct of my mern- 
ber during his period of probation is, In 
the opinion of appointing authonty, not 
satisfactorv. the appointing authonty may 
dispense with his services or revert hm 
to his former post if he has been recruit 
ed otherwise than by direct appointaent. 

(3) On the completion of the period of 

probation of any member, the appomting 
authority may confirm such member In 
his appointment or. if his work and con- 
duct have, in the opinion of the appomt- 
ing authority, not been satisfacto^ 
pense with his services or revert him to 
his former post if he has been recruited 
otherwise than by direct appomtment or 
extend the period of probation and there- 
after pass such orders as it could have 
passed on the expiry of the original period 
of probation. . . ^ » 

Provided that the total period of pr<^ 
bation including extension, if any, shau 
' not exceed three years 
manent vacancy against ^which such mem- 
bers can be confirmed.” 

In this connection Mr. Chopra drew our 
attention to the judgmmt of J*e SuprOTO 
Court in State of Puninb v. Dharam Singh, 
AIR 1958 SC 1210 where it was held:— 

”Wb'’re, as in the present Mse, the ser- 
Tice rules fix a certain period of tune 


beyond which the probationary period 
cannot be extended, and an employee ap- 
pointed or promoted to a post on proba- 
tion is allowed to continue in that post 
after completion of the maximum period 
of probation without an express order of 
confirmation, he cannot be deemed to con- 
tinue in that post as a probationer by 
implication. The reason is that such an 
implication is negatived by the service rule 
forbidding extension of the probationary 
period beyond the maximum period fixed 
by it In such a case, it is permissible to 
draw the inference that the employee 
allowed to continue in the post on com- 
pletion of the maximum period of proba- 
tion has been confirmed in the post hy 
implication.” 

Mr, Chopra submitted that R. 6 (3) of 
the Punjab Educational Service which was 
under consideration before their Lordships 
in that case was in pari materia with 
Rule 10 (3) in the present case Mr. 
Chopra further submitted that it was res- 
pondents’ own case that the post of 
Deputy Director (Press) was a permanent 
post at the time of the appointment of the 
petitioner to it in June 1962. There were 
also two other posts of Deputy Directors 
—one of Deputv' Director (Meld) and the 
other Deputy Director (PublicitY Material). 
According to the affidavit of Shri Ram 
S. Verma the post of Deputy Director 
(Field) was permanently held by Mrs. A. 
Mardhekar, while the other post was a 
temporary post and was made permanent 
with effect from 1-4-1964 only. It there- 
fore followed that in the year 1964 at 
least, there were three permanent posts 
of Deputy Directors. As there was a 
permanent vacancy in respect of one of 
those posts, on the expiry of the period of 
two years or at the most three years pro- 
bation. the petitioner became entitled to 
be confirmed in the vacancy. It is true 
that after 14-6-1966 the petitioner was 
transferred to the post of State Press 
liaison Officer which was a temporary 
post but once he became a permanent 
Government servant, his subsequent ap- 
pointment to a temporary post would not 
have the effect of impairing his status as 
a permanent servant. 

39. There Is a great deal of force In 
the argument of Mr. Chopra. It is true 
that the petitioner’s appointment as 
Deputy Director (Press) was made vnth 
effect from 27-6-1962 by Punjab Govern- 
ment’s notification No. 7940-I.P.P. -62/1 5997 
dated the SOth July 1962 because the per- 
manent Incumbent of that post Shri 
Rajendra Nath, was transferred to Dellii 
with effect from 2-7-1962 as Joint Direc- 
tor. Public Relations Dellii. Shrf 
Rajendra Nath’s appointment to the post 
was a temporary appointment because 
sanction of the Governor to the creation of 
that post itself was npto the 28th 
February. 1963 (sec Memo No. 475‘1-LP.P.- 



140 Delhi [Prs. S9-43] Eajendra ▼. State of Haryana ' AJ.B. 


62/12966 dated the 21st June, 1062 addres- 
sed by Shri E. N. Mangat Ral Chief Sec- 
retary, Punjab Government to the Director 
Public Eelations and Tourism, Punjab- 
Annexure XVI at page 287 of the file). 
Shri Eajendra Nath therefore, continued 
to retain his lien on the post of Deputy 
Director (Press) which be was holding 
substantively b^ore his transfer to Delhi. 
The post of Joint Dire^r was thereafter 
continued on the basis of annual sanctions 
till September 1968 when it was made 
permanent The petitioner’s appoint- 
ment to the post of Deputy Director was 
therefore, in or against a permanent post 
although the vacancy at time was not 
permanent in that some one else had a 
lien on the post 

49. Mr. Dewan contended that on a 
true construction of Eule 10 (11 the ques- 
tion of petitioneriB appointment on pro- 
bation will only arise if It is estabil^ed 
that be was only appointed against 
a post that was permanent but also 
gainst a vacancy which was of a per- 
manent nature. According to Mr. Dew^ 
the words "appointed against permanent 
vacancies'’ In sub-rule (1) of Eule 10 are 
capable of only one meaning and that Is 
"appointed not only against permanent 
posts but also against permanent posts 
which are permanently vacant.” I can- 
not agree, as I find It extremely dlfQcult 
to visualise a permanent post which Is 
permanently vacant 

4L The Interpretation suggested lor 
Ur. Dewan would also nuke non-sense 
of the proviso to sub-nile (3) of Eule 30. 
If for &e application of Buie 10 (i) It b 
necessary that both the post and the 
vacancy should be of a permanent nature 
then the words "if there b a permanent 
vacancy agdnst wMcb such member can 
be confirmed" as embodied In the proviso 
to sub-r. (3) will become otiose. Applying 
the rule of harmonious construction to 
sub-rule (1) and the proviso to sub- 
rule (3). the only proper meanlog to be 
given to the expresrion "permanent vacan- 
cies’' in Eub-rule (1) b vacandes In 
permanent posts, no nutter how those 
vacandes may have occurred. The 
vacandes In the posts nuy be the result 
of incumbents of those posts having been 
appointed to other posts temporarily or 
in an officiating capadty. Mr. Dewan nc^ 
contended that the p^tioner ccndd not 
have been appointed against a permanent 
racancy even if the meaning canvassed 
for by Mr. Chopra were given to that 
term. In this connecrticjn he Invited cur 
attention to two letters dated 16-1-1963 
and 22-5-1963 addressed by the Secrretary 
Punjab Public Service Comntisrioa Fatiala 
to the Chief Secretary to Government 
Punjab wherein the Commission had deo- 
lined to agree to the proposed appoint- 
ment of the petitioner as Depxity Director 
fPiess) la relaxation of the prescribed 


qualifications. Both these letters were filed 
as Annexures R-3/8 and B-3/9 to the af- 
fidavit of Shri G, L. Bailxir (respondent 
No. 3), Mr. Dewan also referred to the 
loUowing passage in the affidavit of res- 
pondent No. 3:— 

"U may be mentioned that the post of 
State Press Liaison Officer was held In 
abeyance for four years Le., from June 
1962 to June, 1966. During this period, 
the p^tioner was appoint^ to occupy 
the post of Deputy Director, a cadre post 
fa the Department of Public Relations, 
The Public Service Commission took ex- 
ception to this appointment of the peti- 
tioner and after some correspondence be- 
tween the Government and the Ccmamls- 
riaq, the Commisrion did not agree to the 
appointment of the petitioner to the aaid 
cadre post. Accordingly the post of the 
State Press liaS^n Officer was revived 
and the petitioner appointed thereto fa 
June, 1966. At no time was the petitioner 
ever macie pennanent by an order of the 
Government.” 

The petitioner’s reply to this part of the 
affidavit of respondent No. 3 was as 
under:— 

*1 do not admit for .want of fcnowledga 
the allegations that the Public Service 
Ccnamission did not agree or took excep- 
tion to my appointment of Deputy Direc- 
tor. The very fact that I held the post 
lor a period of four years prima fade Iziffi- 
cates that my appointment to the post was 
not unlawful” 

42. In the Commission’s letter dated 
16-1-1963 there is reference to the letter 
of the Chief Secretary to Government 
Punjab dated the 6tb August 1962 addres- 
sed to the Secretary to the Commissicin. 

qualifications for the post of Deputy 
Director which according to the Comznis- 
sloa were not possessed by the petitioner, 
were contained fa that letter. No auch 
letter was produced on record by the res- 
pondents nor has any other materiri been 
jfiaced on record as to what were the 
apodal Qualifications for that post which 
the petitioner did not possess.- In the 
absence of necessary material it Is not 
possible to accept the ipse dixit of res- 
pondent No. 3 or the advice or opinion of 
the Public Service Commission which the 
Government itself declined to follow be- 
cause the petitioner’s appointment fa that 
post was continued for over three yeaia 
after the receict of the last letter of the 
Cenanissioa dated 23-5-1983 wherein ft 
was dearly stated that the Commissioa 
were unable to agree to the appointment 
of the petitioner as Deputy Director 
(Press) fa relaxation of the qualifications, 

42. In the circumstances, there Is no 
escape from the condusion that the Gov- 
ernment had deliberately chosen to dis- 
regard the advice of the Commissaon and 
had dedded to appoint the petitioner to 
the post of Deputy Director (Press) fa op- 
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poafion to that advice. Once that ap- 
pointment was made the proviaons of 
iRule 10 were attracted ^ving rise to the 
ponsequences envisaged therein. 

44. Mr. Dewan finally argued that the 
case of Dharam Singh, AIK 1968 SC 
1210 dedded by the Supreme Court was 
disfeguishable on facts and that the case 
which was directly in point was Shri Anup 
Singh V. State of Punjab. Civil Writ No. 
1623 of 1966 dedded by Tek Chand J. of 
the Punjab and Haryana High Coirrt on 
29-11-1967 and confirmed by a Division 
Bench of that High Court in L. P. C. No. 
42 of 1968 (Pimj), What was held was 
that even in cases where the period of 
probation has been extended the question 
of confirmation arises only If a vacancy 
exists^ In that case it was held that there 
was no such vacancy. Tek Chand J. 
had also held that there was a 
lacuna in the rules under discussion 
in that case because the rules no doubt 
provided that the total period of proba- 
tion induding extension shall not exceed 
three years but they were silent as to 
what was to follow where the period of 
three years had been completed and the 
probationer was otherwise, suitable from 
the point of his work and conduct. The 
learned Judges of the Dhdsion Bench 
jfMehar Singh C J. and Prem Chand Jain 
J.) do not appear to have dealt with this 
part of the reasoning of the learned Single 
Judge. Anyway, in the instant case the- 
protiso to sub-rule (3) spedfically lays 
down what is to happen on the expiry of 
the total period of probation. Tlie case 
of Dharam Singh, AIR 1968 SC 1210 
therefore, fully applies to this case, 

45. The result is that the first conten- 
tion raised by the petitioner prevails and 
it is held that his appointment as Deputy 
Director ripened into a permanent ap- 
pointment on the expiry of the period of 
probation and he became entitled to be 
confirmed in that post for the simple 
reason that by 1-4-1964 there were three 
permanent posts of Deputy Directors in 
one of which there was a permanent 
vacancy against which he could be con- 
firmed. Whether any order of confirmation 
was actually made by the Government or 
not appears to me to be wholly irrelevant 
as the petitioner’s right to confirmation 
arose on the expiry of the period of pro- 
bation and the emstence of permanent 
vacancy against v;hich he could be con- 
firmed vrithin the meaning of the pro-riso 
to sub-rule (3). 

4G. Once it is held that the petitioner 
acauired the status of a permanent govern- 
ment servant his subseouent transfer to 
the post of State Press Liaison Ofnccr. no 
matter whether that post was permanent 
or tcmooTary would not derogate from 
liis status and rights as such. It was held 
by the Supreme Court fn Parshotam LaJ 


Dhingra v. Union of India, AIR 1958 SO 
36: 

"In the absence of any special contract 
the substantive appointment to a perma- 
nent post gives the servant so appointed 
a right to hold the post tmtil, imder the 
rules, he attains the age of superannuation 
or is compulsorily retired after having put 
in the prescribed number of years’ ser^dce 
or the post is abolished and his service 
cannot be terminated except by way of 
punishment for misconduct, negligence, 
inefficiency or any other disqualification 
found against him on proper enquiry after 
due notice.” 

As the petitioner’s services were terminat- 
ed without proper enqiury after due notice 
to him, the order of termination of his 
services must be struck down as haiang 
been made in contravention of the con- 
stitutional guarantee under Art. 311 of the 
Constitution. 

47. The alternative contention urged by 
the petitioner will arise for consideration 
only if my view in regard to the first con- 
tention of the petitioner is found to be 
wrong. The contention briefly is that 
even if it be held that his appointment 
to the post of State Press liaison Officer, 
the post that he held first and last, was 
temporary his appointment was conter- 
minous with the post and therefore, so long 
as the post was in existence he could not 
be asked to quit. For his argument, the 
petitioner relied upon the order dated 
28-6-1957 which provided for the crea- 
tion of the post as well as for the appoint- 
ment of the petitioner thereto. The peti- 
tioner admitted that the post as well as 
his appointment thereto was in the first 
instance for a period of eight months end- 
ing vrith 28th February 1958 and tliat 
thereafter the post was renewed from year 
to year on the basis of annual sanction 
granted by the Government. Although the 
petitioner continued to hold that post, he 
was unable to produce any fresh order 
regarding continuance of his appointment 
thereto or the terms and conditions on 
whidi such appointment was continued. 
In the absence of any specific order to 
that effect it is impossible to hold that 
because the petitioner was allowed to 
hold the post for several years when the 
post was being renev.’ed, his appointment 
to ■ffie post must be treated as being con- 
terminous with the post. Tlie only rea- 
sonable assumption to make Is tlsat the 
petitioner’s tenure ended by the 28th of 
February each year and when the post 
was renewed for the ensuring year the 
petitioner’s appointment was also carried 
forward till the corresponding date In that 
year. It therefore, follows that the utmost 
tliat could be said in favour of the peti- 
tioner is that he had a right to continue 
In the post till 28tli February 1969. 

48. The petitioner then contended that 
there was no provision in the rulea by 
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which his services could be terminated with 
«ne month’s notice, ^en on the assumi>- 
tion that he had a rieht to continue in the 
post till 28 th February. 1S69 his dl^hareie 
irom service by one month's notice on 
31st October- 1968 was Uleffal and amount- 
ed to imposition ol a penalty of removal 
or dbmissal within the meaning of those 
ezpresnons as used in R- 4 Iwl and tvii> 
of the Puniab Civil Services fPunishment 
and App^) Rules. 1952. In this connec- 
tion our attention was Invited to Note (41 
in Appendix 24 to the Puniab Civil 
Service Rules Volume I fFirst Edition 1959 
Reprint) at page 175 where it is observed; 

•The discharge of a person appointed to 
hold a temporary appointment before the 
expiration of the penod of his appoint- 
ment. not being within the scope of CL (b) 
of the Explanation to this rule, amounts 
to removal or dismissal within the mean- 
ing of R 4, and is therefore, appealable 
under these rules." 

The foot-note appears to be a deddon of 
the Government on the interpretation ol 
CL (b) of the Explanation to R. 4. The 
clause reads as under.— 

"The termination of employment of a 
temporary Government servant appointed 
Otherwise than under contract on the ex- 
piration of the perii^ of the appointment, 
does not amount to removal or dismissal 
within the meaning of this rule or R. 7." 
and is in mv ooli^ta a correct interpreta- 
tion of the rule. 

49. In reply to the petitioner’s argu- 
roent. Mr. Dewaa referred us to R. 5.9 {b) 
of the Punjab CivO Services Rules Volume 
n. The smd rule reads as under — 

••When it is proposed to discharge a 
person holding a temporary post before 
the expiry of the term of his appointment 
or a person employed temporarUv on 
monthly wages wilboirt roed/3ed limit of 
time or duty, a month’s notice of discharge 
should be given to such a person, and his 
pay or wages must be paid for anv period 
by which such notice falls short of a 
month." 

In ay opinion, no help can be derived by 
the learned counsel from the above rule. 
The rule forms part of a group of rules 
compiised in Section 1 of Chapter V which 
deal with difierent kinds of oentions and 
conditions for their grant. Sub>sec. B (i) 
of that section which consists of Rr. 5.7 
and 5 8 deals with selection for discharge. 
Buie 5.7 reads:— 

’The selection of Government 'servants 
to be discharged upon the reduction of an 
establishment should pnma lade be so 
made that the least charge for compensa- 
tion pension will be. Incurred.” 

Rules 5 7 and 5 8 are. followed by Rr. 5.9 
and 5.10 in sub-section B (ill and deid 
with notice of dischargeX It follows that 
the notice of discharge envlsaced In R 5.9 
fb) Is conseouent upon "the rrfuction of 


Rule 5,7. In the present case. It cannot* 
be disputed that the petitioner’s discharge} 
from service was not the result of any* 
reduction of establishment. The orderj 
terminating the petitioner’s services by 
one month’s notice Is therefore, liable tol 
be quashed on this ground as weU. I 


50, Mr. Dewan finally contended tlat 
even In the absence of anv rules the ser- 
vices of a temporary Government servant 
were bable to be terminated by one 
month's notice for the ample reason that 
such an employee had no right to hold 
the post. In this connection our attention 
was Invited to the following passage in 
the judgment of the Supreme Court In 
Parshotam Lal Dhingra's case. AIR 1958 
SC 36: 


•TJkewIse an appointment to a tem- 
porary post in a Government service may 
be substantive or on probation or on an 
oQlciating basis. Here also, in the ab- 
sence of anv special stipulation or any! 
specific service rules, the servant so ap-j 
pointed acquires do right to the post andl 
ms service can be terminated at any timei 
except in one case, namely, when the ap- 
pointment to a temporary post is for a 
definite period." ‘ 

5L It appear? to me that the passage 
cited above does not help Mr. Dewan's 
argument as the petitioner’s appointment 
to the temporary post ha£ been held by 
me to be for a definite period Le. for the 
period ending on the 28ih February of the 
year for whicli the post was being renew- 
ed from year to year. The position In 
such a case appears to have been made 
perfectly clear by the learned Chief Jus- 
tice who spoke for the Court In that case 
In the passage Immediately following the 
cme cited by Mr. Dewan where It was 
observed; — 


*Tn such a case the senmnt so appointed 
acouires a right to his tenure for that 
penod which cannot be put an end to 
imicss there is a special contract entitling 
the employer to do so on giving the re- 
quisite notice or the person so appointed 
Is. on enaidrv held on due notice to the 
servant and after giving him a reasonable 
ODOTrtunity, to defend fUmself. found 
^Itv of misconduct, negligence. Inef- 
ptagPcy or any other disauaUfication and 
is by wav of punishment dismissed or re- 
moved from service or reduced tn lanlt." 


5i The result Is that this contention 
of the petitioner succeeds. ITie prayer 
clause In the petition shows that the only 
reli ef claimed by the petitioner Is for a 
writ of certiorari or any other writ, order 
or direction quashing the order dated 
3I-I0-1968. As the petitioner has succeed- 
ed la making good two out of three con- 
tentions raised by him he Is entitled to 
the relief prayed for by him. The order 


an esta bl is hm ent" contemplals^ under dated 32-1-1968 tenainatinff petJ- 
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tioner’s services is accordingly quashed. 
The petitioner will also have his costs 
which are assessed at Rs. 500. 

Petition allowed. 


AIR 1970 DELHI 143 (V 57 C 32) 

V. S. DESHPANDE J. 

Wire Netting Stores, Petitioner v. Re- 
gional Provident Funds Commissioner and 
others. Respondents. 

avil Writ No. 1236 of 1967, D/- 19-2- 
1970. 


(A) Employees’ Provident Funds Act 
(1952), Sch. I (as amended hy Act 37 of 
1953) — Entries "industry engaged in the 
manufacture of electrical mechanical or 
general engineering products” and "in- 
dustry engaged in the manufacture of 
textiles (made wholly or in part of cotton 
or wool or jute or sUfc whether natural or 
artificial)” — Metal textile industry is 
covered hy 'general engineering products.’ 

The essence of "engineering" is to design 
or to construct. Engineering brings out a 
finished product out of raw material or 
gives a particular shape to the raw mate- 
rials. A certain length of wire is only a 
raw materiaL It has no particular shape. 
By weaving the wire into a warp and 
woof, a person makes wires nets etc. ']^e 
essence of this activity is a constructive 
activity and as such a general engineering 
activity. This activity cannot escape 
from being covered by the expression 
"general engineering” activity particularly 
because the Court has to construe the 
words 'general engineering industry’ 
broadly and in thdr ordinary meaning and 
not in a technical or a narrow sense. What 
is excluded by the particular entry 
'textiles’ from the general entry 'general 
engineering products’ is that only those 
textiles which are included in the parti- 
cular entry are excluded from the gene- 
ral entry. The metal textiles are not in- 
cluded in the particular entry 'textiles. 
Therefore, they are not excluded itiom the 
general entry "general engineering pro- 
ducts.” AIR 1965 SC 1076 & (1967) 1 WLR 
691 & (1966) 1 WLR 287 & (1968) 3 WLR 
110, BeL on. (Paras 6. 7, 8) 


(B) Constitution of India, Art. 14 — 
Employees’ Provident Funds Act (1952), 
S. 7-A — Validity — Provision is valid _ — 
Article 14 not attracted bcc.ausc commis- 
sioner has no discretion to pick and choose 
any employer but is bound to act accord- 
ing to the provisions of the Act and the 
Scheme. (Para 14) 

(O Constitution of India. Art. 19 (1) ^ 
and (g) — Employees’ Provident Funds 
Act (1952). S. 7-A — Validity — Section 
docs not impose unrc.TSonnfale restriction 
on fundamental rights of n person to hold 
property or to c arry on bnsincss guarante- 
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ed by A^ 19 (1) (£) and (g) — Provision 
IS valid. 

Quasi judicial powers may be exerdsed 
by two kinds of administrative authorities 
or tribunals, namely, (1) by those whose 
^i^diction depends on facts and pre-con- 
j existence of which is to be 

decided by the Civil Courts and (2) those 
who are given the power to decide even 
the jurisdictional facts on the proof of 
•wWc* their jurisdiction depends. The pos- 
sibility of arbitrary exercise of powers can 
exist with the latter but not with the 
mmier. The Commissioner acting imder 
Section 7-A of the Employees’ Provident 
Funds Act belongs to the former category. 
The question whether a particular factory 
or establishment is covered by the Act and 
the Scheme is not to he decided finally 
by the Commissioner but is open to deci- 
sion by the Civil Courts as well as by the 
High Courts and the Supreme Court. Sub- 
section (4) of Section 7-A gives finality 
only to the determination of the amount 
due from the employer made by the Com- 
missioner but not to the preliminary as- 
sessment of the coverage by the Clommis- 
sioner. The hearing to be given to the em- 
ployer before such preliminarv assessment 
is impUed. The fact that the requirement 
of such a hearing is not expressed in the 
statute does not, therefore, in any way. 
mean that the Commissioner is not to give 
a hearing to the employer before making 
such a preliminary assessment. Exhaustive 
guidelines are laid down in Schedule I of 
the Act to be followed by the Commis- 
sioner in determining whether a parti- 
cular industry is covered by the Act or 
not The Commissioner is not authorised 
to act arbitrarily in deciding whether an 
industry was covered by the Act and the 
Scheme or not. Further the decision of 
the Commissioner is liable to be reviewed 
by the Central Government under Sec- 
tion 19-A and also by the Civil Courts, 
The Act and the scheme completely con- 
fine the power of the Commissioner. Sec- 
tion 7-A does not impose any unreason- 
able restrictions on the rights of the em- 
ployer guaranteed by Art. 19 (1) (f) and 
(g) of the Constitution and is vah'd. Casa 
law discussed. (Paras 10. 11, 13, 14) 

(D) Constitution of India. Art. 245 — « 
Employees’ Provident Funds Act (1952), 

S. 19-A — Validity — Nature of powers 
under S. 19-A — Section docs not give 
excessive or uncanaliscd power to Central 
Government. 

The nature of the power conferred on 
the Central Government by Section 19-A 
of the Employees’ Provident Funds Act Is 
twofold. In some cases, it is adminis- 
trative power analogous to rule making or 
the power to make subordinate legisla- 
tion. 'The directions and the provisions 
made in exercise of tliis power arc. 
therefore, sometimes called administrativa 
legislation. In other cases, it is a quasi- 
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Judidal power to dedde an existing cos- 
trovers? or dis^te. The audl alteram 
lartem rule of natural justice has to be 
observed before any such decision is ^ven. 
The common characteristic of both these 
powers is that Reorders made thereunder 
are declaratory only. The power of eiiha 
kind delegated to the Cent^ Government 
under Section 19-A is not excessive or 
tmcanalised so far as the auad'judidal 
power of the C^tral Government to ^ve 
an opinion by way of a decition on an 
existing controversy is concerned, the 
doctrine of excessive delegation of autho- 
rity has no application. The right of 
hearing being secured by a mere rule of 
construction. Section 19-A cannot be hdd 
invalid on the ground that It does not ex- 
pressly provide for a hearing. It is true 
that Section l^A unlike Section 7-A does 
not expressly require the Centi^ Govern- 
ment to give a hearing before deciding a 
representation made to It by a private 
party. The reason for this omission aeezas 
to lie in the dual nature of the functions 
of the Central Government under S. 19-A. 
The eame words have been used to dve 
two different kinds of powers to the Gear 
tral Government, namely, adjudicatory 
and nde As no hearing was re- 

Quired to be given before the Central 
Government exerdses the latter power, no 
express requirement of a hearing was in- 
trMuc^ in Section 19-^ But the Courts 
have always read the requirement of a 
hearing in construtog a statute giving 
either quari judicial or administrative 
power to the Government the exercise of 
which would adversely affect a particular 
person. Such constni^on is applicable to 
Section 19'A also in so far as the Central 
GOTemment thereunder acts to the pre- 
judice of a particular person on ezi^ng 
facts. Case law discussed. 

(Paras 19. 20. 211 

(E) Employees’ Provident Fonda Act 
(2952). S. 29-A — Order xmder — Bessoas 
treed not be detailed. 

A quasi judicial order must afafe Its 
reasons. An executive authority like the 
Government cannot be expected to give 
more detailed reasons such as, for Instance, 
may be given by Courts of law. .Where 
the order says "the Government Is of the 
fi pinin n that the wire cloth, wire gauges 
and wire nettings manufactured In your 
factory are general engineering products, 
and. therefore, your factory falls within 
the scope of the industry ‘electrical, 
mechaidcal or general engineering pro- 
ducts* included in Schedule I of the Act” 
the reasons why the Central Government 
ihink«i that the factory of the petitioner 
Is covered by the Act are clear from the 
order. The order of the C^tral Govern- 
ment is a speaking order and^is not bad 
lor want of reasons. \(Para 22) 

(F) Constitntion of India, 'Arfs\i9, 24S 
^ Imployees* Provident Fimds Aw (195^ 


1, p, F, Cozmor. A. LB, 

S. 19-A ^ Power to general tadaa 
and provisions for future application -- 
Section not nnconstitntional on groimd of 
axcessivb and ftTi «»nTiallgt>«i delegation of 
power <0 Central Government by legis- 
lature. AIR 1957 Col 702. Dissented 
from. 

In BO tar as the power tffven to the 
Central Government by Section 19-A to 
make general orders and provisions for 
future application is concerned, it cannot 
said that Section IS-A is unconstitu- 
tional on the ground of excesdve and im- 
canalised delegation of power by the legis- 
lature to the Central Government. Sec- 
tion 19-A itself lays down In great detail 
the predse nature of the power, when 
and the conditions subject to which the 
powCT is to be exerdsM the matters re- 
garding wUch alone it should be mcerds- 
^ The power cannot be exercised In 
respect of any other matter. It cannot, 
therefore, be said to be legislative power 
comparable and parallel to the plenary 
legislative power of the legislature. On 
the other hand, it is not the ordinary 
power to make subordinate legislation to 
make rules and regulations to carry out 
the purposes of a particular statute. The 
pow^ to remove difSculUes and doubts 
by TwaVing gene^ orders and provisions 
o! future application is neither as exten- 
sive as ordinary legislative power nor Is 
It as restricted as the power to make sub- 
ordinate legislation. It seems to stand 
aomewbere between these two extremes. 
The discretion given to the Central Gov- 
ernment under Section 19-A Would not be 
abused. Secondly. Section 2B-A gives no 
power to the Central Government to alter 
In any way the provisions ol the Act The 
delegation imder Section 19-A being 
hedged in by strict conditions and being 
limited Its application to epecific matters, 
the delegation of power under Sec. l^A 
Is not to be viewed with disfavour. The 
finality of the order of the C^tral Gov- 
ernment under Section 19-A must be con- 
strued to be for departmental purposes 
only. For, in so far as the orders or prt>- 
visiona made by the Central Government 
are txmtrary to the Act, they would he 
liwnlid by the terms of Section 19-A Itself 
which authorises the Central Government 
to issue the orders and dictions ‘hot 
Inconsistent with the provisions of the 
Act” The Civil Courts, the High Courts 
and the Supreme Court would always 
have the jurisdiction to hold such an order 
of the Central Government as ultra ^res 
the Act. AIR 1967 SC 691, Dist; AIR 
1957 Cal 702, Dissented from. 

(Paras 23. 24. 25J 

Cases Bcfcrrcd: Chronological Pants 
(1970) AIR 1970 SC 169 f7 57) - 

(1970) 1 SeWR S37. Asstt Commr. 

Urban land Tax, Madras v. Buck- 
ing and Carnatic Co. Ltd. 20 
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The prindple and method of determining 
compensation are provided for in Sec. 8 
of the Requisitioning and Acquisition 
of Immovable Property Act, 1952 when 
any property is requisitioned or acquired. 
The act of requisition is not reaUy an 
act of acquisition. 

(Para 6) 

There is no ba^ for the assumption 
that the limitations imposed on tiie powers 
of the Executive Authorities in public in- 
terests, for their guidance, are exceeded 
in relation to the plot requisitioned. When 
the Court is called upon to construe a sta- 
tute it always assumes that the power 
conferred upon various authorities under 
the statute would be used_ properly and 
not in an arbitrary or capricious manner. 
Here a prinicple is laid down which is sup- 
ported not only by a great weight of suc- 
ceeding authorities, but by its inherent 
reasonableness. The administrative plen- 
ary discretion to requisition an immovable 
property was vested in the Central Gov- 
ernment imder Section 29 (1) and there 


'^0 sn Executive authority the decision of 
what is necessary or expedient. Case 
law discussed, (Para 7) 

(D) Defence of India 'Act (19G2), Sec- 
29 (1), 40 — Union Territory — 
Order for requisition of plot for defence 
purpose by Ad minis trator — Power to re- 
quisition though can he delegated under 
Section 40, delegation is not necessary as 
Administrator can mate such order ■— 
(General Clauses Act (1897), Section 3 
(8) and (58) (b).) 

Under Section 40 of the Defence of 
In d i a Act the power to requisition an 
immovable property can be delegated — 
But where an order of requisition In 
Union Territory is passed by the Adminis- 
trator the delegation is not necessary as 
the Administrator can by virtue of the 
provisions of Section 3 (8). (58) (b) of the 
General Clauses Act (1897) requisition the 
plot for defence of India purpose. 

(Para 8) 


is nothing to show that this discretion or 
power has been abused or misused in this 
case. There is no colourable exercise of' 
statutory power vested in the Central Gov- 
ernment under Section 29 (1) v/hen such 
power or discretion is exercised bona fide. 
Case law discussed. (Para 6) 

(C) Defence of India Act (1962), S. 29 
(1) — Union Territory — Order of requisi- 
tion of plot for defence purpose passed by' 
Administrator — Opinion of Adminis- 
trator is opinion of Central Government 
which he was competent to form. 

In a case of an order passed by Admin- 
istrator for requisition of plot for defence 
purpose in Union territory, the opinion 
of the Administrator is the opinion of the 
Central Government which he was com- 
petent to form. As a combined reading of 
definitions in S. 3 (8), (58) (b), (60) (c) of 
the General Clauses Act the Central Gov- 
ernment in relation to the administration 
of a Union Territory shall mean the Ad- 
ministrator acting v.dthin the scope of the 
authority given to him by Art. 239 of the 
Constitution and the 'State Government’ 
shall mean, in a Union Territory, the Cen- 
tral Government. (Para 7) 


(E) Constitution of Indio, Article 226 
Defence of India Act (1962), Sec- 
tion 29 (1) — Principles of natural justice 
— Does not apply to order of requisition 
under Section 29 (1). 

It is true that an order of requisition- 
ing plot under Section 29 (1) of the 
Defence of India Act is an administrative 
order and a public authority who acts un- 
lawfully by violating the principles of 
natural justice is acting outside its statu- 
tory powers because it is violating the 
implied conditions which Parliament is 
taken to have imposed, but this principle 
would not apply to the order of requisi- 
tion tmder Section 29 (1) of the Act and 
for valid reasons. The Act does not pro- 
vide for this opportunity and for good 
reasons. In an emergency, such an op- 
portunity may defeat the very purpose in 
view. Rules of natxmal justice are in- 
applicable. They are no doubt important 
rules but Court should not seek their as- 
sistance on almost all occasions and in 
almost all circumstances. There is not In 
the Act necessary implication that the 
ovmer of an immovable property should 
be heard before it is requisitioned under 
Section 29 (1). Case law discussed. 


What the Administrator did must nec^ 
sarily be capable of being related to the 
defence of India purpose. The expres- 
sion 'defence of India’ has a very wnde 
meaning in Section 29 (1). The requisi- 
tion of plot at the instance of the Jlihtary 
Authorities and after discussion between 
the Secretary, kfinistry of Defence and 
the Administrator for extraction of stones 
and materials from quarry for expansion 
of Airport during emergency is a defen^ 
of India purpose. (Para 7) 

It is not competent to the Court to fa- 
vestigate the ground or the reasonable- 
ness of the opinion when an Act comnuts 


(Para 9) 

(F) Constitution of India, Articles 19 
and 31 — Defence of India Act (1962), 
Section 29 (1) — Requisition of plot under 
— No violation of Article 19 or .*51 
Though the Company whose plot is re- 
quisitioned is deprived of its plot during 
period of requisition, this deprivation is 
by authority of law ns envisaged in Arti- 
cle 31 fl) — Further, Company would 
be entitled to payment of compensation 
under the law — Ceneflt of Article 19 Is 
not available to Company which Is n 
rational legal person- Case law discuss- 
ed. (Para 10) 
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Venkatrava Ayengar asasted by S. T. 
Srinath and A. Lobo. for Petitioner; S. 
Taiaba. Govt. Pleader, for Respondentsj 
S. K. Kakodkar. Amicus Curiae. 

ORDER:— This cause has faeerx instruct- 
ed with affidavits by learned counsel who 
have had the conduct of it. It has been 
argued at length by both sides. It now 
devolves upon roe to give decision on the 
ba^ of the affidavits and arguments. 

2. We may glance for a few moments 
at the background of facts out of which 
this cause arises. To start with It was 
on 39tb Novssber. 1964, that the Ad- 
ministrator Passed an order tinder Seo* 
tioa 29(1) of the Defence of India Act 
1962. requisitioning an open plot of land 
No. n situated in village Chikalim. be- 
longing to the petitioner company by the 
name of M/s. Cbowgule Real Estate and 
Construction Private Ltd. The petitioner 
companv wrote to the State Government 
(respondent No. 1) on 26th November, 
1964. requesting that this order be with- 
drawn, as met^ required by the Gov- 
eminent would be supplied by It. By an 
order dated 1st April 1965, the State 
Government in exendse of the powers 
conferred by Section 31 of the Defence of 
India Act, directed the petitioner com- 
pany to furnish ia/oimation reauired fay 
them on the lines ' indicate The actual 
possession of the plot was taken on I8th 
May 1965. notwithstanding the represen- 
tations made for reconsideration on be- 
half of the petitioner company, that the 
order of requisitioning the plot ^ TOth- 
dnwn. The plot requisitioned was pur- 
chased by the petitioner company with 
a view to ensuring steady supply of 
metals extracted for construction of their 
factory, binldings eta The petitioner 
company had the necessary organization 
and resources to work the quarry situat- 
ed in the plot and extract metals In large 
quantities for the purposes of supply to 
the Navy, and for utilmfig the re- 
maining part for construction of their 
factory building eta, but in spite of this 
fact, the possessioa ol the plot was eo- 
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trusted to a private contractor, their 
rivai in trada for extracting metals re- 
quired for expansion of the air-strip in 
Dabolim Airport and other connected 
constructions of the Navy. The contrac- 
tor had been intending to use metals 
extracted from the auarrv for his private 
works. The petitioner company repre- 
sented again to the State Government for 
releasing the plot. but. as there was no 
response, the petitioner company filed 
the petition under Article 226 of the Con- 
stitutioa on 5th December 1967. The 
relief sought by the petitioner company 
in this petition is that the order requisi- 
tioning the plot (hereinafter referred to 
as 'the impugned order') be ouashed by 
an appropriate writ etc., for the following 
reasons. — (1) that the impugned order 
for an indefinite period of time and a 
refusal to derequisition the same amounts 
to an arbitrary and colourable exercise of 
powers espedallv because the quarry is 
subject to the law of diminishing return; 
(2) that the impugned order is bad as 
requisite opinion was not formed by the 
Central Government in terms of S. 29 fl), 
before its issue; (3) that the working of 
the quarry and the extraction of metals 
does not bear on the subject of securing 
tte Defence of India purpose as stated 
in the impugned order; (4) that there is 
no written order passed by the Central 
Government delegating its power to re- 
quisition the plot in favour of the State 
Government; (5) that the Administrator 
having been appointed by the President 
of India to administer the Union territory 
cannot be delegated , the executive func- 
tion of the Union Government and, for 
this reason, even if there v/as no order of 
the Cental Gkivemment delegating its 
powers to requisition the plot, delegation 
made in favour of the Administrator is 
not permissible in law hawng regard to 
the provifdons of the Constitution of 
India; and (6) that the rules of natur^ 
5ustice have been violated as the peti- 
tioner company, as an owner, was not 
heard before the impugned order was 
passed. The petition was later amended 
on 29th October. 1968. This amendment 
became necessary in wew of enactment 
by Parliament of Section 25 of the Re- 
quisitioning and Acquisition of Immov- 
able Property {Amendment) Act. 3968, 
following revocation of the Proclamation 
of Emergency on JOlh January. 1968 
under Article 352(?.)(a) of the Constitu- 
tion. The effec*! of the amendment, ac- 
cording to the petitioner company, is that 
the defence of India purpose for which 
the plot' was rtxtuisitioncd under the 
Defence of India Act ceased to exist after 
the expiration of 6 montiis from 10th 
January. 1960, in terms of Section 1(3) of 
tlie Defence of India Act and, therefore, 
in view of the provi.so to Section 6 of the 
Bcquisitioning and Acquisition of Immov- 


able Property Act 1952. it cannot conti- 
nue to be held for the said purpose, as- 
suming the impugned order is not invalid 
for the reasons mentioned earlier; in the 
pren^e;;. the plot had to revert to the 
petitioner company after the expiration 
of the said period, notvdthstanding enact- 
ment of the said Section 25. apart from 
the fact that the Administrator was not 
constitut<*d as a competent authority for 
requiati fining the plot under the Requi- 
sitioning and Acquisition of Immovable 
Property Act. 1952. The additional grounds 
for attacking the impugned order are 
that it ofiends the prowsions of Articles 19 
and 31 of the Constitution. This is be- 
cause of the acts of waste on the part of 
the State Government and its contrac- 
tors. This, in broad, is the case of the 
petitioners. 

3. The case of the respondents before 
enactment of the said Section 25. as set 
out In the counter-affidavit sworn on be- 
half of the Stale Government by its Re- 
venue Secretary is that the power to re- 
quisition the immovable property can be 
exercised both by the Central Govern- 
ment or the State Government and the 
Administrator, under Section 29fl) read 
■with Section 2(1) of the Defence of India 
Act. The Centrffi (jovemment as well as 
the Administrator formed the requisite 
opinion in terms of the said Section 29(1), 
The extraction of metals from the quarry 
for Defence Works has a bearing on the 
subject of securing the Defence of India 
purpose. The impugned order passed by 
the Administrator is in accordance with 
the provisions of law and. therefore, it Is 
vralid. There is no law which requires 
that the requisitioning cannot be for an 
indefinite period. What the Defence of 
India Act requires is that requisitioning 
of immovable property should not extend 
beyond the period for which such pro- 
perty is required for the purposes speci- 
fied in the said Section 29fl). It is for 
the Navy, which is not a party to the 
present petition, to accept or rebut the 
averments that it did not have the orga- 
nization nor equipment to undertake the 
operations of quarrying of metals. The 
prindples of natural justice have not 
been violated. The requisitioning of the 
plot is an administrative act and, there- 
fore. it is not justiciable. The petitioner 
company has not made out a case for 
grant of an appropriate writ etc. and, 
therefore, the petition should be dismiss- 
ed. In the Eupplemenlary nfndavil sworn 
by the same Revenue Secretary after 
enactment of the said Section 25. It was 
denied that with the revocation of the 
Proclamation of Emergency, the defence 
of India purpose ceased to cxLst. Hie 
purpose of securing the defence of India, 
according to him. continues to exi-sL The 
activity of quarrying operations is exclu- 
sively meant for securing the defence o£ 
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India purpose. As a result ol the opera- 
tion of Sec^ns 6 and 8(2)fb)flv) of the 
Reqidsitioning and Acquisition of Im- 
movable Property Act 1952. damages 
other thsm nomm wear and tear are 
Contemplated and compensation has been 
provided for in this Act. The purpose of 
retaining the plot to carry on QuarryiW! 
operations faUs within the purview of the 
RequlaUonlnS and Acquisition of Immov- 
able Property Act 1952 as amended by 
the RequlsitioninG and AcquisUon ot Im- 
movable Property (Amendment) Act 3968. 
There is also the counte^-a^Sda^dt ewom 
by the Garrison Engineer to the effect 
that the plot containing the cmanv 1* 
^ven to ^^ol^s contractors for extracting 
metals in accordance with the relevant 
clause of the contracts executed on behalf 
of the President of India. The metals 
extracted are to be utilized exclusively 
for the Defence Works, and that apart 
from this clause, contractors have also 
been Instructed not to use the metals ex- 
tracted in any other works. It Is not the 
totentlon of the Navy and the MJI.3. 
ergonlzatioa to do Uie quarrying opera- 
tions. This, in eubslancc. Is the case ol 
the reojxindepts. 

4- The first auestJen for consideration 
Is whether the Impugned order for an 
Indefinite period ol time ts bad as argued 
by Mr. Venkatraya Ayengar, learned 
counsel for the petitioner combany. The 
provisions ol Sections 1(31 and 29(11 and 
(3) of the Defence of India Act 3962. to 
the extent they are material lor the pre- 
sent purpose, may be read In cotaiscttoa 
with tWs argument (herelualter referred 
to as ‘the Act']:— 

"Secdon 1(3] ■— It shall remain In force 
duitog the period ol operation ol the 
Proclamation of Emergency Issued on the 
26th October. 1962, and lor a period of 
six monUis thereafter but Its expiry under 
the operatioa ot tMs sub^secUon aball not 
afiect, kt. ».«•*. 

Section 29(1] — Notwithstanding any- 
thing contained In any other law lor the 
Ume being In force. If, In the opiedon of 
the Central Government or the Slate 
Government It Is necessary or expedient 
60 to do for securing the defence ot India, 
idvil defence, public safety, m^ntenance 
of public order or efficient conduct ol 
military operations, or for m^lalidng 
supplies and services essential to the life 
ef the coinmunitv. that Government may 
by order in writing requisition any im- 
movable property and may make sudi 
further orders as appear to that Govern- 
ment to be necessary or expedient la con- 
nectioa with the requisitioniag: 

Section 29(2] X X x x 

Section 29(3) — Whenever any property 
Is requisitionrf under eub-section (1). 


the period of such requisition shall not 
extend beyond the period for which such 
property is required for any of the pur- 
poses mentioned In that sub-section.” 


Section 1(3) Is a doratlon-cum-saving 
dause. The Act remained in force 6 
znontiis after the Proclamation of Emep* 
gency was revoked on the IQth January 
1968. The properties reqidsitloned under 
the Art ndlJ remain requisitioned for this 
period, until released earlier under Sec- 
tion 35 of the Act If not released, requl- 
dtions under the Act have to be continu' 
cd by an authority of law. This law 2 
Section 25 of the Requiritioning and : 
miisition of Immovable Property . 6 

1952. (hereinafter referr^ to as ‘the’ 

Act*). Inserted by Section 3 of tht 7 . 
aulritianlng and AcquisiticFn of In;s y; 
able Property (Amendment] Act>p.' g* 
(hereinafter referred to as 'the 3969^^1,^ 
with efiect from 9th August. 1968.^ 

3968 Art repealed Ordinance 4 of 
bearing the same short titl& The 
of Section 25 Is that any Immovable 
pertv requisitioned by the Central ' 
ernment or Its delegatee under the Act 
which was not released before the lOtb 
January. 1968. shall, as from that d3t& 
be deemed to have been requlritioned 
under the 1952 Act for the purpose for 
which such property was held immedl* 
atelv before the said date, and all the 
provisions of the 1952 Art shall apply ac- 
cordingly. As a result of these proNd- 
filons. the legal position is that the plot 
continues to be under requisition from 
the 19th of November 1964. It was re- 
quiatloned for defence of India purpose 
and, this purpose, contended Mr. S. K. 
Kakodkar. appearing as Amicus Curiae, 
continues to exist According to learned 
counsel for the petitioner company, re- 
oxiirition could only be for a definite and 
limited period and under the guise of re- 
quisition. the Government cannot hold the 
plot indeflititelv. In support of this argu- 
ment be relied on 'JuggiW Kamlapat v. 
Collector. AIR 3945 Bom 280. The facts! 
of this case may be briefly stateil In 
the beginning of January J945. the CoIIec-' 
tor of Bombay served an order purport- 
ing to have been issued on behalf of tho 
Central Government under Rule 75-A 
w the Defence of India Rules. 1939 read 
- » Jba notification of the Government 
of India, Defence Co-ordination Depart- 
mrat ^ted 25th April 3942, whereby a 
partiexuar flat belonging to the petitioner 
mm was requisitioned from the date of 
the order. This order was challenged on 
various grounds. One of the grounds on 
broall ol the petitioner firm was that tha 
order purported to requisition the flat for 
“definite term, and this action was 
pot valid. In support of this ground. It 
contended bv Mr. M. P. Amin, learn- 
ed counsel for -the petitioner firm, that 
Bccording to the first condition mentioned 
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in the said order the flat was to continue 
under requisition during the period of the 
war and 6 months thereafter. This period, 
submitted Mr. Amin, was an indefinite 
period and, therefore, the said order 
being vague and indefinite, was invalid, 
illegal and inoperative in law, Bhagwati 
J., (as he then was) repelled this conten- 
tion by observing thus:—! 

"If the argument of Mr. M. P. Amin 
was to be accepted, the requisition order 
in question should have stated that the 
requisition was to continue for a deter- 
minate period, say four months, six 
months, eight months and so on. The 
requisitioning authority should have 
^ther by a sort of foresight or provision 
jjletenmned what was going to be the 
j^eriod of the duration of the present war 
^nd ought to have stated that period as 
^ae period of reqtuyition or should have 
„esorted to approximations in that behalf 
"ind stated the approximate period so 
’irrived at as the duration of the present 
jVar, but should not have had resort to 
ihe expression which according to Mr. 
M. P. Amin was vague in so far as it said 
that the requisition order was to be for 
the period of the present-, war and six 
months thereafter. He contended that 
his clients were not in a position to know 
what was the period during which this 
requisition order was going to be in ope- 
ration, They could not know whether it 
was for two months or two years or for 
any indefinite period beyond the same. 
How could they,, therefore, make any 
arrangements for housing their various 
representatives, directors and managers 
of the various industries In which they 
had been interested as also the offices of 
those various concerns with any degree of 
certainty? This argument of Mr. M. P. 
Amin has only got to be stated in order 
to be discarded. It was not within the 
bounds of human possibility for any party 
howsoever shrewd, intelligent^ or invested 
with commonsense and foresight it may 
be to predict what was going to be the 
duration of the present war. The Court 
is certainly not going to expect that any 
party before it •was going to hazard any 
such prediction and if it was not humanly 
possible to do so state with definiteness 
any period of requisition when the requi- 
sition of the property itself was going to 
be made for the efficient prosecution of 
the war which -nmuld mean for the dura- 
tion of the war and as stated in the order 
for a period of six months thereafter. 

. Nothing more need be said In order to 
demonstrate the absurdity of tins con- 
tention urged on behalf of the petitioners. 
The period of the present -war though 
indefinite in duration was definite in It- 
self in so far as the petitioners ivere given 
in as clear terms os it could bo an indi- 
cation of the period for ■which their pro- 
perty -was Eougiit to be . requisitioned by 


respondent 1, viz., the duration of the 
present war. The user of this term was 
as defmte_ as the user of the expression 
"the life time of A” which is used ■yffien 
settling or bequeathing remainder in 

favour of B 

*** *** •••••• »••••« ••••»• •••••• •••••• «••••• ••• 

The present war also was going to come 
to an end and is going to end sometime 
or other though the period of duration of 
the present war might be indeterminate. 
The user of the term "during the present 
war” could, therefore, not render that 
expression vague or indefinite as contend- 
ed by the petitioners. It is as clear and 
definite as it could be. In my opinion, 
therefore, there is no substance whatever 
in this contention of the petitioners,” 
(p, 286). 

The Justification for this long passage Is 
that the observations made therein also 
repel the contention of Mr. V. Ayengar, 
The impugned order does not inention 
the period of requisition, but the dura- 
tion of this period is clearly indicated in 
Sections 1(3) and 29(3) of the Act read 
■with Sections 25 of the 1952 Act. Sec- 
tion 29(1) does not require that the period 
should be indicated in an order requisi- 
tioning an immo^vable property. The 
period of grave emergency en^risaged by 
Article 352(1) of the Constitution, though 
indefinite in duration in terms of months 
and years is definite in terms of Sec. 1(3). 
There can be no grave emergency forever. 
As in the life of an indi^vidual so also in 
the life of a nation there are periods of 
normalcy and emergency; the former the 
rule, the latter an exception. If I may 
adopt, -with respect, the language of 
Bhagwati J., the argument of Mr. V. 
Ayengar has only got to be stated to bo 
discarded. The petition by the petitioner 
firm for a suitable vTiit ■was allowed but 
on different groimds. This decision does 
not help the petitioner company. 

5. Mr, V. Ayengar also drew my at- 
tention to 'Union of India v. Earn Kan- 
war’, AIR 1962 SC 247 in support of his 
further contention that a pxuposo origi- 
nally legal may become illegal, notivith- 
standing the deeming fiction employed In 
Section 25. The broad facts of this case 
were that a certain flat in New Dellii was 
reauisitioned by the Government of India 
by an order dated April 14th, 19-13 under 
Rule 75-A(l) of t.he Defence of India 
Rules, for a period of one year 
from Aprfi 15th, 1943 to April 14th. 1914. 
This period was extended from time to 
time, and finally, by an order dated April 
2nd. 1916. the flat ■was requisitioned from 
April 15th, 1916, imtil further orders of 
the Government of India. Tim fiat v;as 
thereafter .allotted to some officers of the 
Indian National Ain’.^ays. The fiat be- 
came vacant for 4 or 5 months in 1947. 

It rras thereafter occupied bj' some dis- 
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placed persons from West Pakistan. They 
vacated the fiat after some time and 
thereafter It was Riven to Trivedi Kala 
Saneam. In Kovember 1952, the owner 
urged that it should be released because 
It was not in use of the officers of the 
Central Government, but was fn oosses- 
eion of Triv^ Kala Sangam, which was 
a private dance and music school. The 
flat was not released in spite of repeated 
representations and, therefore, the owner 
filed a petition for a writ of mandamus 
In the High Court o! Punjab under Arti- 
cle 226 of the Constitution. This writ 
■was granted by the Single Judge of the 
Punjab High Court In October. 1954. The 
Union of India filed a Letters Patent ap- 
peal in the Circint Bench of the Punjab 
High Court at Delhi. The appeal was 
heard by a Division Bench of that Court. 
They agreed with the learned Single 
judge and. In the ■view taken of the mat- 
ter. the appe^ was dismissed. Tlie 
Union of I ndia then ffled an appeal by 
special leave under Article 136 of (be 
Constitution. Subba Rao J., (as he then 
wash spealdng for the Supreme Court 
observed at p. 252;— 

‘•Belying upon the deeming clause. It 
Is contended that the requlsitloa of the 
land and the user of the same by the 
Government under the 1947 Act should be 
deemed to be a requisition made, under 
S. 3 of the 1952 A^ for a public pur- 
pose. being the purpose of the Union, and 
as that purpose, namely, user by the 
Triveni Kala Sangam. had not ceased, the 
appellants were not bound to de-requi- 
rition under S. 6 of the Act. But the fic- 
tion created by S. 24(21 of the Act would 
operate only upon the requlation already 
made. The fiction could not validate 
any illegal act of the Government. Therj- 
fore. the ouestlon is what was the eflect 
of the earlier requlriUon under the Rules 
as well as imder the 1947 Act If the 
requisition originally made was for pur- 
poses mentioned in R. 75-A of the Rules 
and continued under S. 3 of the 1^7 Act 
only for the said purposes, under S. 3 of 
the 1952 Act the requiriUon of the pro- 
perty made for the said purposes would 
be deemed to be a requisition for a public 
purpose being a purpose of the Uifion, 
But the validity of the requiation could 
be Judged on the basis of the pre-e^dsting 
statutes and not on the basis of the provt- 
eions of sections of the 1952 Act. The 
result is that the requisition of a property 
made for public purposes under R. 76*A 
of the Rules would be deemed to be a 
requiation under S. 3 of the Act and all 
the provisions of the Act would apply 
eccordlzigly. ...... ... ...... 

We have out that the requisition 

for the said purposes only continued 
under the 194‘7 Act The purposes for 
which It was requisitioned mxi^ there- 
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fore, be deemed to be the purposes men- 
riooed In R. 75-A of the Rules. Even If 
S. 5 of the Act was excluded on Ae 
ground that no notice was Issued imder 
E. 75-A of the Rules, the proviso to S. 6 
of the Act would be attracted. Under 
that proviso, where the purposes for 
which any requisitioned property was 
being used ceased to exist the Central 
Government shall release the property, 
as soon as may be. from requisition. In 
the present case, on the facts it is mani- 
fest that the flat was not used for any of 
the purposes for which it was requisition- 
ed for a number of years: and Indeed, 
when the Act came Into force. It was used 
only for locating the Triveni Kala San- 
gam. which is clearly not one of the pur- 
poses for which the flat was requisitioned. 
If so. It must be held that the purpose 
ceased to exist, and the respondents have 
acquired a right to be put in possession 
thereof under the said proviso." 

The aforesaid observations are relied 
upon by learned counsel for the petitioner 
company, but, as I will show hereafter, 
they also do not help the petitioner com- 
pany, The narration of some further 
tacts may be necessary to enable us to fol- 
low the imollcaliens of these observations. 
The RequisiUoned Land (Continuance of 
iWers) Act 1947 was enacted to provide 
for continuance of certain emergency 
powers in relation to land which, when 
the Defence of India Act 1939 expired, 
were subject to requisition efiected under 
the Defence of India Rules made under 
that Act Section 24(1) of the 1952 Act 
provided for repeal of the above 1947 
Act Section 24(2) provided tiiat on the 
commencement of the 1952 Act the pro- 
perties which were subject to requirition 
under the provisions of the 1947 Act shall 
be deemed to be property requisitioned 
under Section 3 of the 1952 Act and that 
all the provisions of the 1952 Act shall 
apply accordingly. The facts of this case 
are distinguishable from the facts of the 
present case. They differ completely 
from those with which we are concerned, 
and the decirion turned for the most part 
upon consideratioRs which are entirely 
absent here. It is well settled that a 
case Is an authority for what It decides. I 
agree that the fiction In Section 25 of thel 
1952 Act would not validate any Illegal 
act but, I may as well ask— ''\^ere Is 
the illegal Act?" The Illegal Act miBt 
exist in reality and not In imagination. 
The plot was requisitioned in the present 
case for the defence of India piirpose and 
U continues to be used for that purpose. 
This Is one of the six purposes spewed 
In Section 29(1) of the Act The first 
proviso to Section 6 of the 1952 Act Is 
not attracted as urged by Mr. V. Avengar. 
The defence of India purpose has not 
ceased to exist The concept of defence 
of India is not ephemeral as rightly point- 
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ed out . by Mr. S. K. Kakodkar. It is a 
whole-time affair. The validity of the 
requisition is being judged in terms of 
Section 29(1) of the Act. and not in ac- 
cordance wi^ Section 25 of the 1952 Act 
The result is that the requisition of the 
plot for defence of India purpose whldi 
punoose still exists would be deemed to 
be requisition tmder Section 3 of the 
1952 Act, and all the provisions of that 
Act would apply accordingly, the redeem- 
ing feature being non-application of other 
stringent provisions of the Act The legal 
fiction in Section 25 has to be given full 
effect In 'East End Dwelling Company 
Ltd. V. Finsbury Burrow Coundl'. (1952) 
AC 109 Lord Asquith while dealing with 
the releyant provisions of the Town and 
Country Planning Act 1947, observed:— 

"The statute says that you must ima- 
gine a certain state of affairs: it does not 
say that having done so. you must cause 
or permit your imagination to boggle 
when it comes to the inevitable corollaries 
of that state of affairs.” 

This principle has been approved by the 
Supreme Q)urt in 'Bombay v. Pandurang', 
Am 1953 SC 244. 

6. Mr. V. Ayengar next argued that 
the quarry is subject to the law of dimi- 
nishing returns and that the act of requi- 
sition is really an act of acquisition 
because there would be depletion of 
metals in course of time and what may 
be left to the petitioner company, on 
release of the plot, would be bare land 
with stones and mortars and not metals. 
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enjoyment of property as little as may be 
consonant with the purpose of ensuring 
the defence of India and other purposes 
specked in Section. 29(1). and in this con- 
nection he relied on 'Vimlabai Deshpande 
V. Emperor’. AIR 1945 Nag 8. Section 15 
of fte Defence of India Act 1939 was 
similar to the said Section 44. In regard 
to Section 15 of that Act, the learned 
Judges of die High Court of Nagpur mads 
the following observations at p. 17; — 

"the special powers conferred are to bs 
used sparingly, and the ordinary lives 
and avocations of those proceeded against 
under the Act and its rules are to be inter- 
fered with as little as possible, and only 
to the extent consonant with the public 
safe^ and interest and the defence of 
British India. These conditions are ex- 
press and restrictive. They are funda- 
mental” 

With respect, I agree. These observa- 
tions win also apply to the said Sec. 44, 
but there is no basis for the assumption 
that the limitations imposed on the 
powers of the Executive Auftorities in 
public interests, for their guidance, are 
^ceeded in relation to the plot requia- 
tioned. 'Kevalram v. Collector of Mad- 
Am 1944 Mad 285. was another deci- 
sion cited by him on Sections 15 and 16 
of the Defence of India Act 1939. Sec- 
tion 16 was similar to Section 45(1) of the 
Act Under Section 45(1). no order made 
in exercise of any power conferred by or 
under the Act shall be called in question. 
The learned Judges of the Madras High 
Court said that Sections 15 and 16 are 


He went on to add that this amounts to 
arbitrary and colourable exercise of the 
power vested in the Central Government. 
Now, the concepts of requisition and ac- 
quisition are different, assuming^ the 
quarry is subject to the law of diminish- 
ing returns unlike timber and wine and 
sdso assuming, a further depletion of 
metals. The right, title and interest to 
the plot is not extinguished. The_ _ plot 
continues to belong to the petitioner 
company. The principle and method of 
determining compensation are provided 
for in Section 8 of the 1952 Act when any 
property is requisitioned or acquired 
The petitioner company would be entitled 
to compensation in both cases, and I find 
it difficult to appreciate the argument 
that the act of requisition is really an 
act of acquisition. This is an idle conten- 
tion. In certain circumstances the prin- 
dple of reinstatement may apply depend- 
ing upon the facts of a particular case. 
The remedy for acts of waste (denied on 
behalf of the Slate Government) is by 
way of damages, but the requisition will 
not be affected. Mr. V. Ayengar also 
invited my attention to Section 44 of the 
Act which says that any autiioritt* a^g 
in pursuance of the Act shall Interfere 
with the ordinary avocations of lue and 


to be read in conjunction; but this does 
not preclude the court from deciding 
whether the power has been conferred or 
whether power has been abused. I agree. 
'This proposition of law is unexception- 
able. but it must not be assumed that the 
power conferred upon the Executive 4by 
the statute will be abused. (Vide 'Alkin- 
£on J. H. v. HaUday’. (1917) AC 260, 
(271) ). This was a case of Habeas Cor- 
pus writ action. The law is well settled 
that wlien the Court is called upon to 
construe a statute it always assumes that 
the power conferred upon various autho- 
rities under the .statute would be used 
properly and not in an arbitrary or capri- 
dous manner. Here a prindple is laid 
down which is supported not onlv by a 
groat wdghl of succeeding authorities, 
but by its inherent reasonableness. Tlie 
administrative plenary discretion to re- 
quisition an immovable property was 
vested in the Central Government under 
Section 290) and there is nothing to .show 
that this discretion or power has beenj 
abused or misused in this case. Tlie argu-* 
ment on abuse of power is promoted by 
the affidadt of the Garrison Engineer 
that the purpose of requisitioning this 
quarry was to afTorti the prospective con- 
tractors the facility of quarrying stones 
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and metals etc., and thereby bring down 
the tendered amounts for the defence 
works. It Is not clear to me how the 
petitioner company is really concerned 
with the question of tenders In relation 
to the plot requisitioned. What use can 
be made of the plot containing the quarry 
is the aS^ of the Government and not 
the petitioner company. The argument Is 
misconceived. Mr. S. K. Kakodkar sub« 
mitted that there is no colourable ezer> 
dse of statutory power vested In the 
Central Government under Section 29fl) 
when such power or discretion Is exer- 
dsed bona fide. This submission Is cor- 
rect. In this connection I am pressed by 
him with the decision *Carlotona Ltd. v. 
Comnirs. of Works’, (19431 2 All ER 560. 
I do not propose to take time fay a full 
recital of the facts. I would content my- 
self with stating the broad facts of ti^ 
case. This was a case where the factory 
of the appellants was requisitioned by 
the Conmiisrioner of Works under the 
provirions of the Defence (General) Regu- 
lations 1939, Reg. 51 Gl- This p«m- 
sion is almost rirnilar to Section 29(1) of 
the Act The order of requisition wai 
passed in 1942, during the last World War. 
This order was challenged on various 
grounds which need not be mentioned. 
The validity of this order was maintained, 
and the appeal was dismissed It was held 
by the Court of Appeal that Parliament 
committed to the Executive the dis- 
cretion of deciding when an order lor 
requiritlon of premises should be made 
under the Regulation and vtith that dis- 
cretion. if bona fide exercised, no Court 
could Interfere The Impugned order is 
not bad for Indefiniteness nor a refusal to 
release it amounts to an arbitrary sod 
colourable exercise of po w e r as argued 
at the Bar. 1 should have thought that 
this was clear without any particularly 
ei^tle reasoning. I think i have said 
enough on question Ko, 1 which Is 
answered against the petitioner company. 

7. I shall next conrider questions Nos. 
2 and 3 together. Was the reoifirite opi- 
nion form^ by the Central Government 
In terms of Section 29/1) of the Act before 
Its issue? This is a question of fact Has 
extraction of metals any bearing on the 
defence of India purpose specified in the 
Irnpugned order? This is a mixed ques- 
tion of fact and law. It was argued by 
Mr. V. Iyengar that the Impugned order 
was bad as requisite opiidcni was formed 
bv the Adminirirator and not by the 
COTtral Government The Impugned 
order shows that the opinion formed was 
of the Adntinistrator. It was further 
argued that the Administrator did not 
apply his mind, fl«L«n»Tn<nf > he was comp&- 
tmt to form the opinion. It was contend- 
ed by Mr. S, K. Kakodkar, learned coun- 
sel. and Mr. S. Tamba. learned Govern- 
ment Pleader, that the Administrator 


\ras competent to form the brJnloa and 
he passed the orfer after applying Ms 
mind. It was further contended that the 
requisite opinion was also formed by the 
Centr^ Government In this connection 
my attention Is invited to paragraphs 7 
and 10 of the cormter-affidavit ewom by 
the Revenue Secretary, wherein it is 
affirmed that on the baris of the demand 
made by the Military Estate Officer. 
Poona Circle, the plot was reqidritioned 
after discussion between the Secretary, 
Ministry of Defence and the AdmlMstra- 
tor. There is correspondence to esta- 
blish this demand. Mr. V. Ayengar sub- 
mitted that the record of discussion has 
not been made available to this Court. 
This Is so, but It Is not necessary for the 
purposes of law that this record should 
be placed before the Court. There Is no 
reason why the counter-affidavit should 
not be accepted in this behalf. The legal 
porition may next be examined. The 
General Clauses Act 1897, was extended 
to this territory by Section 3 of the Goa, 
D aman and Diu (Laws) Regulation 1962 
(No. 12 of 1962) and it came into forc% 
with effect from 30th January, 1963. The 
definition Section 3(8) thereof provides 
that in all Central Acts made after its 
commencement, unless there is anything 
repugnant in the subject or context the 
**C«itral Govemmeat" shall — (b) In 
relation to anything done or to be done, 
after the commencement of the Constitu- 
tion. mean the Prerident: gbait in- 

clude.— (iii) in relation to the administra- 
tion of the Union Territory, the Adminis- 
trator thereof acting within thq scope of 
the authority given to under Arti- 

cle 239 of the Constitutixm Section 3(581 

(b) , after the commencement of the Con- 
stitution (Seventh Amendment) Act 1956, 
Includes within the definition of "State'', 
a Union Territory. Under Section 3(60) 

(c) "State Government", as respects any- 
thing done or to be done after the com- 
mencement of the Constitution (Seventh 
Amendment) Act 1956, shall mean in a 
Union Territory, the Central Govern- 
ment The Constitution (Seventh Amend- 
ment) Act 1956. was enacted on 1st Nov- 
ember 3956. Section 3(62-A> defines: 
"Union Territory*’ as meaning any Union 
Territory specified In the First Schedule 
appended to the Constitution. This terri- 
tory Is a Union Territory, and the com- 
bined operation of the definitions cited 

show that In relation to the adminis- 
tration of a Union Territory the Central 
Government shall mean the Administra- 
tor acting within the scope of the autho- 
rity given to him by Article 239 of the 
Constitution and the "State Govemmenf 
shall mean. In a Union Territory, the 
Central t^veniment Article 239(1} of 
the Constitution provides that save as 
otherwise provided by Parliament by 
law. every Union Territory gbau be ad- 
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ministered by the President actinH, to 
such extent as he thinks fit, through an 
Administrator to be appointed by Tiim 
with such designation as he may specify. 
There is no parliamentary, law to the 
contrary. The requisition of the plot 
, under Section 29(1) of the Act in this 
case was at the instance of the Central 
Government in the light of the demand 
made by the limitary authorities and 
after discussion between the Secretary, 
•Ministry of Defence, and the Administra- 
tor. As pointed out earlier, the Central 
.Government shall mean the President 
under Section 3(8)(b), and for the pm- 
pose of acting within the scope of the 
authority given to the Administrator by 
Article 239(1) of the Constitution, it is not 
necessary that the President personally 
diould instruct the Administrator to re- 
quisition the plot. The Union Territories 
are, in fact, administered by the Central 
Government in the name of the President 
and on his behalf, to such extent as it 
thinks fit, through Administrators xwth 
designations such as Lt. Governor or the 
Chief Commissioner, The Administrator 
when he requisitioned the plot formed 
the requisite opinion, and this he was 
competent to do by 'wrtue of S. 3(8) (b) 
(iii). In tHs connection learned Govern- 
ment Pleader invited my attention to the 
two decisions of this Court — J. Rodri- 
gues V. Union of India’, AIR 1967 Goa 169 
at p. 175 and 'G. D. Labour Union v. Govt, 
of Goa’, AIR 1969 Goa 16 at p. 25 where- 
in the definitions of "appropriate Gov- 
ernment’’ for the purpose of the Land 
Acquisition Act 1894 and the Indxistrial 
Disputes Act 1947, were considered in the 
context of the said provisions of the 
General Clauses Act. In addition reli- 
ance was also placed by this Court on 
Clause 6(1) (b) of the said 1962 Regula- 
Kon. which closely follows the language 
of Section 3(60) (c) of the General Clauses 
Act This Regulation is inapplicable to 
ithTs case for the simple reason that it 
applies to pre-liberation Acts extended 
Bpedfically to this territory. The Act is 
a post-liberation Act and it was extended 
to the whole of India including this terri- 
tory. These decisions are relevant. The 
opinion of the Administrator is the opi- 
nion of the Central Government which 
he was competent to form. There is no- 
thing repugnant in the subject or context 
to displace this view.. Mr. S. K. Kal^od- 
kar submitted that the Administrator, as 
State Government, was also competent to 
form the opinion in view of the provi- 
aons of Section 2(i) read with Sec. 29(1) 
of tiae Act and also Section 3(60) (c) of 
the General Clauses Act. Under S. 2(i) 
of the Act "State Government’’ in rela- 
Son to a Union Territory means tlie Ad- 
ministrator thereof. Section 29(1) of the 
Act enables the Central Government or 
the St^ Government to requisition an 
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hnmovable property for the purposes 
specified therein. The position of a Union 
Territory is different from that of the 
States specified in the First Schedule 
Part I appended to the Constitution. 
Part n specifies the Union Territories. 
As, pointed out earlier, the requisite opi- 
mon in this case was formed by the Ad- 
ministrator as the Central Govermnent, 
although the said submission of Mr. S, K. 
Kakodkar is not without force. Mr. V, 
Ayengar invoked the assistance of ’Satya 
Dev Bushahii v. Padam Dev*, AIR 1954 
SC 587 (588), in support of his contention 
that the Administrator was not competent 
to form the opinion. The Supreme Court 
said in that case that Part C States, 
though Centrally administered, had a 
separate existence and were not merged 
with the Central Government. This obser- 
vation was made with reference to the 
question whether the contract entered 
into by the Government of Vindhya Pra- 
desh with the respondent Padam Dev is 
to be considered as a contract with the 
Central Government for the purpose of 
disqualification imder the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951, The answer given 
by their Lordships of the Supreme Court 
was in the negative because Section 7(d) 
of that Act was not in terms extended to 
elections in Part C States and came in 
only with the qualifications mentioned in 
Section 17 of the Part C States Act 1951. 
If the object of citing this decision is to 
show that Union Territories have a sepa- 
rate existence like predecessor Part C 
States and that the President is an Exe- 
cutive Head of these territories, there 
can be no disagreement with Mr. V. 
Ayengar. The scheme of the Constitu- 
tion is clear on this point, but, with res- 
pect, this decision does not directly deal 
with the question under consideration. 
This decision was followed by the 
Supreme Court in ’State of V. P. v. 
Moula Bux’, AIR 1962 SC 145. In that 
case it was held by their Lordships that 
in the case of a contract entered into by 
the Government of the State of Vindhya 
Pradesh in respect of the property of the 
State, the proper authority to be named 
as the defendant in a suit brought against 
the Government was the State of Vincihya 
Pradesh and not the Union of India even 
though the State Government was defined 
in the General Clauses Act 1897 as the 
Central Government Dais decision also, 
with respect, has no bearing on the ques- 
tion under consideration. It may. how- 
ever. be added that for the removal of 
doubts Section 53 of the Government of 
Union Territories Act enacted in 1963 
expressly provides that all suits and pro- 
ceedings in connection with the adminis- 
tration of a Union Territory shall be in- 
stituted by or against the Government of 
India. The petition in this case has not 
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been filed against the Government of 
India, but against the State Government. 

I am not inclined to view seriously this 
defect In form. Did the Administrator 
apply his mind before pasring the Im- 
pugned order? I shall presently address 
myself to this Question. The form of the 
impugned order Is in conformity with 
the requirements of Section of the 
a^ve 1963 Act Under Section 45(2> of 
the Act read with Section 4 of the E\d- 
dence Act It Is to be presumed that It 
was made by the Administrator. The 
Impugned order opens with the words 
"Wiereas the Administrator Is of the 
opinion that it is necessary and expedient 
for securing the defence of India purpose 
that the immovable propertv mentioned 
In the Schedule be requisitioned". The 
opinion or satisfaction Is subjective and 
Is to be of the Administrator. He has to 
be reasonably satisfied ('Liversidge v. 
Anderson', (19411 3 All ER 338, per Lord 
Wnght). Ordinarily the ipse dbdt of the 
Adniinistrator would be enough and It 
would be difficult to prove that he did 
not. in fact form the opinion when the 
Impugned order slates that he did. The 
Court would Interfere If It could be 
shown that there are no grounds on 
which this opinion could be fonned. In 
that case, the Court would infer that be 
did not honestly form that opinion, or 
that in forming it he could not have ap> 
plied his mind to the relevant facts. 
'Ross-Clunls V. PapadopouUos’, (1938) 2 
All ER 23 at p. 33 (PC). There has to be 
a rational relation between the material 
available to the Administrator and the 
nature of satisfaction reached. Whether 
the plot was reguiationed for securing 
the defence of India purpose is an objec- 
tive fact. The Administrator was requir- 
ed to form the opinion on this matter as 
a prelinunary step to the exercise of the 
power conferred on him to requisition 
the plot. The determination of this fact 
and the exercise of the power based 
thereon are alike matters of an adnuni&* 
trative nature. The necesaty and ex- 
pediency are matters for the Administra- 
tor to deride. It is not competent to the 
Court to investigate the ground or the 
ireasonableness of the opinion when an Act 
commits to an Executive authoritv. as In 
the instant case, the decision of what Is 
necessary or expedient 'Province of Bom- 
bay V. Kushaldas’. AIR 1950 SC 222. In 
this case the legality of requisition was 
questioned imder the Bombay Land Re- 
quisition Ordinance, 1947. If the plot 
was requisilloned 1^ the Administrator 
without there being a defence of India 
purpose, his action would lie nullity in 
law in spite of emergenev. and the opi- 
nion formed would be "no opinion'* for 
the purpose of Section 29(1). Mr, S. K. 
Kakodkar. learned counsel, invited my 
attention to 'State of Bombay v. 
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kumar*, AIR 1952 SC 335. where Bose 2.^ 
Bpealclng for the Court observed: — 

"There Is an authority for the view 
that war-time measures. wWch often 
have to be enacted hastily to meet a grave 
pressing national emergency In whi^ tha 
very existence of the State Is at stakes 
fihould be construed more liberally in 
favour of the Crown or the State than 
peace-time legislation.” 

This is so. but, liberal construction 
cannot be carried too far so as to uphold 
Teouisitions during emergency wWch aro 
not reasonably related to the purposes 
specified in Section 29(1) of the Act. In 
Liversidge's case, (J941) 3 All ER 338 
(supra) at p. 361, Lord Atkin, in his 
famous dissent, ranlced amongst his 
greatest, observed:— 

"ITieir function Is fo give words theli: 
natural meaning, not perhaps in war 
time, leaning towards liberty, but fol- 
lowing the dictum of Pollock. C.B.. In 
Bowditch V. Balchln. (1850) 155 ER 165-: 
5 Exch 378 cited with approval by Lord 
Wright In Barnard v. Gorman, (1941) 
1941-3 All ER 45 at P. 55. Pollock CB, 
said, at p. 38l; In a case In which the 
liberty of the subject U concerned, we 
cannot go beyond the natural construction 
of ^e statute. In England amidst the clash 
of arms the laws are not sUent They 
may be changed, but they speak the same 
language in war as In peace.” 

This was a case of detention in prison 
during emergency of one Liversidge 
tinder the Defence (General) Regulation 
Beg. 18-B. which provided for detention 
of persons of hostile associations. He 
sought to challenge the Home Secretary's 
right to order his detention without stat- 
ing his reasons for believing that he was 
liable to be detained under these Regu- 
lations. The words— "If the Secretary 
of State has reasonable cause to believe 
any person to be of hostile origin or asso- 
ciations or to have been recently concern- 
ed in acts prejudicial to the public safety, 
or the defence of the realm or in the pre- 
paration or Instigation of su^ acts and 
that W reason thereof it Is necessary to 
exercise control over him. he may make 
an order against that person directing 
that he be detained"— were construed by 
the majority of the House of Lords as 
implying subjective opinion. The ratio 
was that where regulations are made for 
the safety of the realm and toe adminis- 
trative plenary discretion is vested in 8 
Secretary of State. It Is for him to deride 
vdietoer he has reasonable grounds, and 
to act accordingly. In our case. Parlia- 
ment has chosen to say expliritly In Sec- 
tion 29(1) of toe Act that if in the opinion 
of the Central Government. It is necessary 
or expedient so to do for securing the 
defence of India and other purposes eped- 
fied. In that case, by an order In writing, 
an immovable property be requl^ 
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EonedL What the Administrator did 
roust necessarily be capable of being 
related to the defence of India purpose, 
whether during war or peace. We have 
the counter-affidavit of the Eevenue 
Secretary that at. the instance of the 
Military Authorities and after discussion 
between the Secretary. Ministry of De- 
fence and the Administrator, the plot was 
requisitioned for expansion of Dabolim 
Airport during emergency. This is a 
defence of India purpose related to 
Entry 1 of the Union List. Seventli Sche- 
dule. appended to the Constitution. The 
extraction of stones and metals from the 
quarry for expansion of the Airport has 
no doubt a material bearing on the de- 
fence of India purpose. In their corres- 
pondence with Government before the 
petition was filed, the petitioner company 
did not dispute this fact This fact was 
later disputed at the Bar, but rather 
faintly. I am satisfied that the Admi- 
nistrator did apply his mind before re- 
quisitioning the plot What is defence 
of India purpose is explained in the con- 
text of preventive detention by Hidaya- 
tullah J. (as he then was) in *Ram Mano- 
har V. State of Bihar’. AIR 1966 SC 740 
at p. 755, cited by Government Pleader. 
It was said that — ■ 

"the exprestions defence of India and 
dvil defence connote defence of India 
and its people against aggression from 
outside and action of persons within the 
coimtry. These generic terms were used 
because the Act seeks to provide for a 
congeries of action of which preventive 
detention is just a small part.” 

The expression "defence of India" has 
a very wide meaning in Section 29(1), 
This pmpose and also other _ purposes 
specified therein, such as — civil defence, 
public safety, maintenance of public 
order, or efficient conduct of military 
operations — are not mutuaUy exclusive. 
Tliev overlap and it is possible to con- 
ceive that some of these purposes may 
fall imder two or more heads, depending 
upon tlie facts of a particular c^e. The 
decision in 'Saraswati v. District Magis- 
trate. AIR 1965 All 236 cited by Rfc 
,V. Ayengar is based on altogether dif- 
ferent considerations. There it was held 
by the learned Single Judge of the Allaha- 
bad High Court that the requisition of an 
immovable property under Section 29(1) 
of the Act for the occupation of a member 
of the National Cadet Corps cannot have 
even a remote connection vdth the object 
of efficient conduct of military operations 
as envisaged in this section. It was also 
held that this object was wholly non-ex- 
istent at the relevant time and the other 
object of securing the defence of India be- 
ing dependant thereon it also disappears. 
This decision is not helpful for the pi^ 
sent purpose. I would conclude that the 
impugned order is not bad for the reasons 




of the petitioner company 

8. The questions Nos. 4 and 5 may next 
be considered._ They can be disposed of 
cjuickly. Section 40 of tlie Act confers 
Central Government and 
the State Government to delegate to any 
officer or authority any power or duty 
coiuerred by the Act or by any rule made 
under the Act. Under this section, the 
Power to requisition an immovable pro- 
be delegated. The contention 
of Mr. V. Ayengar is that there is no writ-l 
ten order by the Central Government in! 
fevour of the Administrator or the State' 
Government delegating its power to re- 
quisition the plot for securing the de- 
fence of India purpose. As stated earlier 
the Administrator could by virtue of the 
provisions of the General Clauses Act 
dted earlier, requisition the plot for the 
defence of India purpose. The State Gov- 
ernment could also requisition the plot 
for that purpose. It was stated by Mr, 
S. K. Kakbdkar that delegation was not| 
necessary in this casa I agree. The res- 
pondents are not relying on this section 
in support of the validity of the impugned 
order. The Administrator is appointed by 
the President under Article 239 of the Con- 
stitution. but in requisitioning the plot he 
(fid not function as a' delegate He func- 
tioned as the Central Government In 
arguing these questions Mr. V. Ayengar 
seems to have overlooked the scheme of 
the General Clauses Act 


9, Was there any violation of the prin- 
ciples of natural justice in passing the im- 
pugned order? This is question No. 6. It 
is argued fay Mr. V. Ayengar that as no 
opportunity was given to the petitioner 
company to place its point of view before 
the plot was requisitioned therefore the 
impugned order is void. This seems to be 
all too narrow a view. The Act does not 
provide for this opportunity and for good 
reasons. In an emergency, such an op- 
portunity may defeat the verv' purpose In 
view. We are not here concerned with 
enoulries by domestic tribunals which may 
be quasi judicial or administrative In their 
nature. We are also not concerned vrith 
the exercise of power subject to a quali- 
fication repeatedly recognized that no man 
is to be deprived of his property tvithout 
his having an opportunity of being heard. 
We are rather concerned with what Is 
Jmown as the power of 'Eminent Domain’ 
exerdsahle for tlie purpose of defence in 
war or in an emergence,'. In nonnal times 
requisition of an immov’abic property ts 
under the 1952 Act and acquisition Under 
the Land Acquisition Act, 1694, where op- 
portunity of being heard is given and the 
principles of natural justice observed. In 
Carltona Lid., case (194.3) 2 All ER SCO 
(Supra) Uie order requisitioning the fac- 
tory belonging to tliis company was chal- 
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lenged on various grounds; one of the 
grounds was tiiat notice given to this com- 
pany was a bad notice because it gave a 
reason which was not mentioned in the 
Defence (General) Kegulations Reg, 51{l). 
This contention was repelled by Lord 
Greene M, R., speaking for the Court of 
Appe^ in the following words at page 
562: 

"It is to be observed that. In order to 
exerdse the requisitioning powers conferr- 
ed by the regulation no notice is necessary 
at all and, therefore, the question of the 
goodness or badness of a notice does not 
in truth arise. The ^ring of notice is not 
a pre-requisite to the exercise of the 
powers and, accordingly, the notice most 
be regarded as nothing more than a noti- 
fication, wUch the Cominlsdoneia were 
not bound to ^ve. that they are exercis- 
ing those powers.** 

It is true that the order regidridonlng the 
plot under Section 29(1) of the Act ts an 
administrative order; in certain cases It 
has been held that the principles of 
natural iusflce were riolated when Execu- 
tive Authorities passed admlnlstrativa 
orders involving dvU consequences, but 
those cases are dlfierent— Radheshyam v. 
State of hi. P.. AIR 1959 SC 107, Bhagwatt 
V. Ram Chand. AIR 1965 SC 1767, State 
of Jammu Kashmir v, Bakshi Gulam 
Mohammed. AIR 1967 SC 122. State of 
Orissa v. Blnapanl Dei, AIR 1967 SC 1269 
dted by this Court In Xec Ayub v. Cov- 
enunent of Goa, Daman and Diu. AIR 1967 
Goa 102 at p. 112 and G. K, Tilve v. Gov- 
erzunent of Goa. Daman and Diu, AIR 1969 
Goa 6. I would cxmcede that a public 

I iuthorlty who acts unlawfully by violat- 
ng the principles of natural justice Is act- 
ng outride its statutory powers bemuse It 
s violating the Implied conditions which 
Parliament Is taken to have Imposed, but 
his principle would not apply to the order 
}f requlritlon under Section 29(11 of the 
\ct and for valid reasons. Mr. V. Avengar 
[zas not been able to cite any authority 
.relating to requlritlon of an Immovable 
property under this Section where com- 
Ipliance with prindples of natural justice 
was consider^ necessary. He. however. 
Invoked the asristance of two dedrions ox 
the Supreme Court in L K. Saksena v. 
State of M. P.. AIR 19S7 SC 1264 and AIR 
1967 SC 1269 (supra), In eupxxirt of the 
said argument. These dedsiros are with 
reference to the provirions of Attide 311 
of the Constitution. The facts of these 
cases are entirely different from Ae facts 
of the case argued at the Bar. I agree 
with Mr. S. K. Kakodkar that the rules 
of natural justice are inaxjplicable. They 
are no doubt Important rules but let us not 
seek their assistance on almost all occa- 
sions and in almost all circumstances. Let 
us not bring them down from the lofty 
clouds pwH apply them Indiscriminately. 

Thi»T P are anit Ja UnlOT 


Sj. V. Govf. of Goa (Jetley J. C.) A. L R. 

India v. P. K. Roy. AIR 1968 SC 850 (858), 
Bamagwami J., speaking for the Supreme 
Court, observed: 

*^ut the extent and application of the 
doctrine of natural justice cannot be im- 
prisoned within the straight jacket of a 
rigid fonnula. The application of the 
doctrine depends upon the nature of the 
jurisdiction conferred on the administra- 
tive authority, upon the character of the 
rights of the persons affected, the schema 
and policy of the statute and other rele- 
vant circumstances disclosed in the parti- 
cular casa See the dedrion of this Court 
in 1965-3 SCR 218 at p. 222 « (AIR 1965 
SC 1767 at p. 1770).** 

There Is not in the Act necessary Implica- 
tion that the owner of an Immovable pro- 
perty should be heard before U Is requLJ- 
tion^ under Section 29(1). In Suresh 
Koshy V. University of Kerala. AIR 1969 
SC 198 (201), Hegde. J„ speaking for the 
Supreme Court, said: 

••The rules of natural Justice are not 
embodied rules. The question whether the 
requirements of natural justice have been 
met by the procedure adopted In a given 
case must depend to a great extent on the ■ 
facts and circumstances of the ease In 
point, the constitution of the Tribunal and 
the raes under which it functions." 

There Is not— and In the nature of things 
there eatmot be— ^ rigid formula cabining 
and confining these rules. This questioa 
also Is decided against the petitioner com- 
pany. 

10. The seventh question— and happily 
the last question— Is that there Is a viola- 
tion of Articles 19 and 31(1) of the Con- 
stitution. The argmnent of Mr. V. Aven- 
gar is that because of the acts of waste 
on the part of the Government and Its 
contractors working the quarry and ex- 
tracting metals and stones therefrom the 
petitioner company is rirtually deprived 
of the plot and its right to hold and dis- 
pose of the plot, on release, would be af- 
fected. This argument. If I may venture 
to say so, is not relevant, the ex- 

istence of acts of waste as plead^ It 
Is well settled that the benefit of Article 
19 is not available to a compaijy which Is 
a rational legal person (see Barium Che- 
micals Ltd. V. Company Law Board. AIR 
1967 SC 295 (305) approving State Trad- 
ing Corporation of India Ltd, v. Commer- 
rial Tax Officer Visakhapatnam. AIR 1963 
SC 1811). The petitioner company would 
be entitled to payment of compensation 
under the law ami. therefore, the require- 
ments of Clause (2) of Article 31 are ob- 
served. • The petitioner-company Is de- 
prived pi Its plot during the period cf 
requirition. but this deprivatiem ts by au- 
thority of law as envisaged in Clause (1) 
of Article 31. It Is not the contention cf 
Mr. V. Aycngar that this law is Invalid. 
In nor vl^ neither Article 19 nor Arti- 
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icle 31 apply. They seem to have been JDDGIVIENT: — The suit filed by the 

^oneously invoked. The Courts no respondent herein against the appellant 
doubt are zealous In safeguarding the for recovery of vacant possession of the 
Eights guaranteed under the Constitution, suit land has been decreed by tlie Civil 
Bights declared in words might be lost Judge, Sr. Division, Quepem and the first 
In reality but this caimot be said of die appeal preferred against that judgment 
present case. by the appellant herein has been dismiss- 

al. Considering then, all the questions ed by the Sessions Judge, Panjim. The 
raised and the relevant facts and argu- appellant has now come up in second 
ments. with care and application of my appeaL 

understanding to th^_ result. I am of die 2 . The suit was filed alleging that the 
opinion ttat the_ petition ^allenging the plaintiff had purchased the suit property 
impu;^ed order is devoid of substmce and in 19 S 2 . that the appeUant-defendant was 
th^efore, must be ^jerted ™th costs occupying the suit land as a licensee of 
whim are assessed at Rs. 300, Order ac- the previous owner of the property, that 
cordingly. _ I am satisfied that the order, he (the appeUant) is refusing to vacate 
requisitioning the plot is rahd. . the suit land and that he be evicted from 

Petition dismissed, the suit land. The defendant, he., the 
appellmt herein,^ resisted the suit on the 

' ground that he is in possesdon of the 

-n r tatx, property since more than 20 years 

70 G{^, DAMAN & DIU 93 as 'Mundkar*, that he is not in possession 
(V 57 C 15) as a licensee as alleged in the plaint and 

HJEAHARI RAO, A, J. C, . that the suit was fit to be dismissed. Both 
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(V 57 C 15) 

C. MURAHARI RAO. A, J. C. 


Francisco Oliveira, Appellant v. Pied- 
ade Almmda. Respondent, 

Second Ciinl Appeal No, 21 of 1968, 
D/- 10-12-1969, 

(A) Legislative Order No. 1952, Aids. G, 

2 — Quezon whether a person is 'Mund- 
kar* as defined in Art. 2 — Civil Court 
has jurisdiction to decide — Art. G does 
not lay down that Civil Court cannot 
decide such question. AIR 1968 Goa 41, 
Dist. (Para 4) 

(B) Legislative Order No. 1952, Art, 2 

— Suit for possession of land — Defen- 
dant resisting suit on ground that he was 
in possession of land since more than 20 
years as "Mundkar” — No evidence^ to 
show that he was residing on land mainly 
for purpose of cultivation or watch or 
protection — Held, defendant was not 
"Mun^ar” — Mere residence of a per- 
son for long time on property of others 
was not snfficient to say. that ho wm 
"M undkar”. 5) 


the lower Courts held that the appellant 
was not a ‘Mundkar’. They decreed tlie 
suit. The learned advocate for the appel- 
lant arguing before me on the following 
points contended that the appeal is fit to 
be allowed and the suit is fit to be dis- 
missed: — 

(1) The Civil Court had no jurisdiction 
to entertain the suit. 

(2) The lower Courts did not under- 
stmd the meaning of the word 'Mund- 


kar’, 

(3) Petiffon filed by the appellant to 
amend the written statement and add an 


additional plea has been incorrectly re- 


jected by the first appellate Court 


3. I have now to see whether there is 
any force in the contentions of the appel- 
lant 


4. The point about jurisdiction has 
been raised relying mostly on the prow- 
sions of legislative order No. 1952 and 
the report of the Committee of the Prob- 
lems of Mtmdkars in the Union Territory 


(C) CivU P. C. (1908), O. 6, R. 17 — 
Amendment introducing new case _m 
written statement — Suit for possession 
of land — Defendant claiming to be m 
possession os "IVIundkar” — ^ Application 
for permission to amend written state- 
ment and to add plea that be is agricul- 
turist labourer — Amendment sought 
vith view to take benefit under Tenancy 
Act — Amendment, held could not be 
allowed os it will change the ca^ alto- 
gether. 6) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1968) AIR 1968 Goa 41 (V 55). Smt 
Pacienda de Oliveira of Santa Cruz 
V. Smt. Angelina Filomena Dias of 
Santa Cruz - 

S. K Kalcodlcar, for Appellant; Ariosto 
Tovar Dias, for Respo ndent 

BN^Ni^58/70/YPB/M 


of Goa, Daman and Diu. It fs admitted 
by the learned advocate for the appellant 
that there is no specific provision barring 
the Civil Courts from deciding the point 
whether a person is a ‘Mundlcar’ or not 
On the basis of the preamble to the 
legislative order No. 1952 and Article 6 
of tiiat order it was urged by tlie learned 
advocate for the appellant that the spirit 
of low is that Mamlatdar alone should 
decide the point whctlier a person is a 
‘Mundkar’ or not Alter considering the 
arguments advanced before me by the 
learned advocate for the anpellant I am 
unable to find sudi a spirit in the law. 
Cidl Courts vill have jurisdiction to 
decide a matter unless barred specifically 
by law. Artidc 6 of legislative order 
No. 1952 is as follows: — 

"The erfstence of "justa c?'.u.sa” refer- 
sred to iu sub-dauso (o) of the fonnei: 
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artide. be considered by the admi- 
nistrator of Concelho, in view of the 
proprietor’s petition, after having carried 
out the necessary jjivestieation and ac- 
cording to his prudent judgment, always 
having in mind the character of the rela- 
tions between the parties the sodal status 
and the degree of education of each party 
as well as other circumstances prevailing 
in the case.” 

That article does not lay down that the 
Civil Courts cannot dedde the point whe- 
ther a person is a ’Mirndkari. The deo- 
sion of this Court In 'Smt Padenda de 
Oliveira of Santa Cruz v. Smt. Angelina 
Filomena Dias of Santa Cruz’. AIR 1968 
Goa 41 was dted on behalf of the appel- 
lant. in the course of aiguments but that 
decision has nothing to do with the point 
in dispute. To my mind Civil Courts 
have jurisdiction to dedde the point 
whether a person Is ‘Uundkar* or not. 

5. Ilundkar* has been defined fn 
Article 2 of legislative order No. 1952. 
That definition Is as follows:— 

” "Mundkar" or "occupant” fs the Indi- 
vidual who reddes with fixed habitation 
in a rural property of others, specially 
with the purpose of cultivattoTi or watch 
and protection, may such habitation be 
constructed on his own, or may be oon- 
strueted on the "batoar’e" or praprietor'e 
account, receiving from him or not any 
help in money or material lor construc- 
tion and establishment'' 

According to that definition a person 
who resides with fixed habitation in rural 
property of others ppedally with the pur- 
pose of cultivation or watch and protec- 
tion shall be deemed to be a 'hlundkar'. 
The learned Sevens Judge of Ponaji In 
his judgment while considering the evi- 
dence adduced by the appellant has opin- 
ed that none of the appellant’s witnesses 
had stat^ that the appellant was occu- 
pying the portion of the land where he 
bad built a bouse for the purpose of culti- 
vation or watch. It has been facmd by 
the first appellate Court that there Is 
nothing on record to show that the appel- 
lant was staving on the suit land for the 
purpose of cultivation or watch. When 
the lower Courts tried to know whether 
it was established that the appellant was 
staying on the land in dilute for the 
purposes of cultivation or watch. It can- 
not be said that they did not understand 
the meaning of word 'Uundkar', No doubt 
it Is not necessary for a person to be 
oiled a ’Mundkar’ to reside on other's 
prowrty only for the purpose of cultiva- 
tion or watch and protection but he must 
reside there specially or mainly for that 
purpose. In this case It appears from the 

I judgments of the lower Courts that the 
appellant was not residing on the pro- 
perty of the r'taiT'tiff Le., the respondent 
herein mainly for the pxixpose of cultiva- 


tion or watch, or protection. It was 
urged on behalf of the appellant that 
mere residence of a person for a long time] 
on the property of others is suffidenl to) 
Bay that he is a 'Mirndkar', but 1 cannot 
agree with that argument. To call a per-} 
6on ’Mundkar' the relations between the' 
parties must be as mentioned In Artide 2 
of le/fislative order No. 1952. In my 
opinion the lower Courts understood 
fully the meaning of word ’Mundkar'. 

6. In the first appellate Court the ap- 
pellant prayed to permit him to amend 
the written statement and add the plea 
that the suit is fit to be dismissed as be 
Is an agricultural labourer. A mundkar 
Is not an agricultural labourer. The ap- 
pellant by seeking to amend the written 
statement tried to take shelter under the 
Tenancy Act end change his case alto- 
gether. Such an amendment could not 
allowed. 

In all the 3 points argued on behalf of 
the appellant. I find no force. The appeal 
Is dismissed with costs. 

Appeal dismissed. 
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(V 57 C 16) 

a MURAHARI RAO. A. J. & 
Rosario Rodrigues, Petitioner V. W. Q, 
Eenadive and others. Respondents. 

Writ Petn. No. 14 of 1969, D/- 1&-12- 
3969. 

Tenancy Laws — Goa, Daman and Dio 
Agricultural Tenancy Act f7 of 1964), 
S. 7 — Exercise of power tmder — Mam- 
latdar acts as ttibunal or judicial officer 
and not as administrative officer. (Para 7) 
S. K. Rakodkar with Gilman Fernan- 
des. lor Petitioner; G. D. Kamat. for Res- 
pondent Na 6. 

. This Is a petition filed under 

Articles 226 and 227 of the Constitution 
of India. The petitioner prays to auash 
ibe orders passed br the hlasnlatiar, tie 
Collector and the Revenue Secretary. 

2. For the disposal of this petition the 
only facts necessary to be mentioned are 
these: The petitioner took on lease land, 
plot No. 448, situate at Seraulim in auc- 
tion by the Comunidade of Seraulim in 
J961. Ctanunidade of Seraulim Is the 
o^er of that land. Previous to the peti- 
tioner t aking the land on lease one Renlga 
Coutinho was cultivating that land on 
toase. That lady ts the sister of respon- 
dent No. 6 herdn. After the petitioner 
took the land on lesse. he started culti- 
vating it as lessee. Reniga Coutinho filed 
application before the Lt Governor, Goa. 
Daman and Diu on 27-9-1963 to give the 
land In dispute to her stating that she 
was cultivating that land as lessee for 
BN/BN/A659/70;yra/R 
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number of years and that she was main- 
taining herself on that land. On that 
application it is said that the Chief Minis- 
ter of Goa, Daman and Diu passed orders 
that Kenisa Coutinho be treated as lessee 
of the land in dispute. The petitioner 
herein then applied to the Adndnistrator 
of Comunidades through application dated 
16-3-1965 to hold that he was lawful 
tenant in respect of the land in dispute. 
That_ application was made over by the 
Administrator of Comunidades to the 
Mamlatdar at Salcete for disposal tmder 
the Tenancy Act. The Mamlatdar num- 
bered that petition as Tenancy Case No. 
238 of 1966 and decided it on 20-8-1966. 
He held that he could not recognize the 
petitioner as lawful tenant because the 
Chief Minister had directed that the name 
of Eeniga Coutinho be entered as tenant 
of the land. The appeal preferred by the 
petitioner herein against the order dated 
20-8-1966 of the Mamlatdar to the Collec- 
tor, Panjim was dismissed by that Collec- 
tor. The petitioner preferred revision 
against the orders of the Mamlatdar and 
the Collector to the Revenue Secreta^ 
but that revision petition was also dis- 
missed. 

3. The petitioner now contends that 
the orders passed by the Mamlatdar, the 
Collector and the Revenue Secretary are 
not in accordance with the law, that the 
orders said to have been passed by the 
Chief Minister could not have the effect 
of law and that the Mamlatdar should 
have declared the petitioner lawful tenant 
imder Sections 4 and 5 of the Tenancy 
Act after proper enquiry. 

4. The point for determination is whe- 
ther there is any force in the contentions 
of the petitioner. 

. 5. Before considering the contentions 
of the petitioner. I have to consider the 
preliminary objections raised by the 
learned advocate for the respondent No. 
6. It should be noted that none of the 
respondents other than respondent No. -6 
is contesting this petition. It is argued 
by the learned advocate for the 6th res- 
pondent that for the two follo^vi^g rea- 
sons the petition is fit to be dismissed:-- 

(1) The petitioner while filing this peti- 
tion on, 21-4-1969 in this Court incorrect- 
ly alleged that he was in possession of the 
land in dispute, even though he was dis- 
possessed from the land in dispute on 13- 
2-1969. 

- (2) The petitioner did not file any_ ap- 

peal against the order which the Adminis- 
trator of Comimidades of Salcete _ might 
have passed in obedience to the instruc- 
tions given to him by the Director of 
Civil Administration tlirough his letter 
dated 14-2-1964. 

At the very outset It may be stated 
that I find no force in the arguments ad- 
vanced by the learned advocate for the 


6th respondent. It is alleged by the 6th 
respondent that possession of the land In 
dispute was delivered to him fthe 6th 
respondent) on 13-2-1969 by preparing a 
panchnama. Copy of that panchnama is 
found in this file. It shows that on 13-2- 
1969 the petitioner was not present cn the 
land in dispute when possession is said 
to have been delivered to the said res- 
pondent by the Circle Inspector in obedi- 
ence to the orders of the Mamlatdar. In 
the panchnama dated 13-2-1969 it is men- 
tioned that the petitioner could not be 
present on the land as he was ill and was 
imdergoing treatment In view cf the 
fact the petitioner was not present on 13- 
2-1969 on the land in dispute it could not 
be said that he had knowledge about the 
delivery of possession of the land in dis- 
pute. No order of the Mamlatdar has 
been filed to show that he accepted the 
correctness of panchnama dated 13-2-1969 
and held that from 13-2-1969 the sixth 
respondent would be deemed to be in pos- 
session of the land in dispute. It is said 
that notice was served on the petitioner 
that possession of the land in dispute 
would be delivered on 13-2-1969 but there 
is no material to show that he knew that 
on 13-2-1969 in fact possession of the land 
was delivered to the respondent No. 6. 

It cannot be said in this case that the 
petitioner intentionally spoke false before 
this Court, in connection with his posses- 
sion over the land in dispute till the date 
of his filing of this petition. 

6. The Director of Civil Administra- 
tion by his letter dated 14-2-1964 inform- 
ed the Administrator of Comunidades of 
Salcete that the Chief Minister had "re- 
solved” by his communication dated 1-2- 
1964 that Reniga Coutinho should be re- 
cognized as tenant. The order said to 
have been passed by the Chief Minister 
has not been filed in this Court. There 
is nothing to show that after receiving 
letter dated 14-2-1964 from the Director 
of Civil Administration, tile Administra- 
tor of Comunidades of Salcete passed any 
order about the land in dispute When 
no order has been passed by the Adminis- 
trator of Comunidades in obedience to the 
information furnished to him by the 
Director of Civil Administration it would 
not be correct to contend that the peti- 
tioner should have gone In appeal against 
an order passed by the Administrator of 
Comunidades and that as he did not pre- 
fer appeal, he could not approach this 
Court claiming relief under Articles 220 
and 227 of the Constitution. 

7. I now proceed to consider the con- 
tentions of the petitioner. Tlie Mamlnt- 
dar by his order dated 20-S-10G6 rciccted 
the prayer of the petitioner to hold lilm 
lawful tenant in respect of the land In 
dispute mainly on the ground that tee 
Chief Minister had resolved teat RenIga 
Coutinho should be deemed to be tee 
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tenant of that land Under Section 7 of 
the Tenancy Act it is the Maralatdar who 
has to decide •whether a person Is tenant 
or not Under Section 58 of the Tenancy 
Act the Civil Courts ha-ye been barred 
from deciding matters which the Mam- 
latdar h^ to decide While exerdsing 
powers under Section 7 of the Tenancy 
Act the Mamlatdar deddes ^hts and he 
acts as a tribunal or a judicial clBcer. 
At the time of exercising those powers, 
the hlamlatdar should decide matters 
keeping in view the provisions of law. 
He should not dedde as if he is an admi- 
nistrative officer. In case unfortu- 
nately the Mamlatdar dedded the case or 
the right alleged by the petitioner mainly 
on the ground that the Chief Minister 
had resolved that Beniga Coutinho should 
be deemed to be the tenant of Ihe land 
In dispute. The actud order said to have 
been passed by the Chief Minister was 
not before the Mamlatdar. What exact 
order he passed, whether it was alter 
cnadry and whether it was in accordance 
with any law. the Mamlatdar had no 
knowledge. The M^Tnlat/iar should have 
kept in view the provisions of Sections 4 
and 5 of the Tenancy Act and fhotild 
have decided the contention of the peti- 
tioner without taking Into consideration 
the alleged resolutloa of the Chief 
hUnlster. 

8. For the reasons given above this 
petition is allowed. The Impugned 
orders of the Mamlatdar. the Collector 
and the Beveoue Secreta^ are set aside. 
The Mamlatdar & directed to dispose of 
the petition of the petitioner keeping In 
view the provisions of Sections 4 and 5 
of the Tenancy Act and without taking 
Into consideration the order said to have 
been passed by the Chief Minister of 
Goa, Daman and Diu. Bo order is made 
towards costs. 

Fetltion allowed. 


Am 1970 GOA, DAaiAN & DID W 
(V 57 C 17) 

V. S. JETLEY, J. C, 

Vlnayak Datta Durbhatkap and another. 
Appellants v. State and another, Respon- 
dents. 

Criminal Appeal Nos. 11 and 19 of 1969, 
D/- 20-9-1969. 

(A) Evidence Act (1872), S. 32(1) ~ 
Dying declaration — Can form the sole 
basis of conviction. 

While considering the relevancy and 
admissibility of a dying dedaration. the 
declaration has to be closely scrutinised 
as it is not given on oath nor is It subject 
to cross-examination. But it cannot be 
eaid that dying declaration cannot iarm 
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flie sole basis of conviction unless It Is 
corroborate by some other reliable ert- 
dence. 

A dying declaration stands on the same 
footing as any other piece of ewdenee 
ond h^ to be judged and tested in the 
light of surrounding drctunstances and 
with reference to principles governing the 
weighing of evidence. In order to test 
the reliability of a dying declaration the 
Court has to see the circumstances in 
which the dying dedaration has been 
made, for example, the opportunity of 
the dying man for observation, whether 
the capadty of the dying man to remem- 
ber the facts stated had not been Impair- 
ed at the time he was making the state- 
ment and also If the statement has been 
made at the earliest opportunity and was 
not the result of tutoring fay Interested 
parties. Once the Court has come to the 
condusiem that the dying dedaration Is 
a truthful version as to the circumstan- 
ces of the death and the identity of the 
assailants of the victim, there Is no aues- 
tion of further corroboration. ALB 1969 
NSC 120. Foil. (Paras 4 end 5) 

(B) Evidence Act (1872), S. 32(1) — 
Dying declaration *— Recording need sot 
necessarily be by Magistrate. 

A dying ded^tion cannot be said to 
be usiale to rely on merely because it 
Is recorded by a Head Constable and not 
a Magistrate. It is. no doubt, desirable 
that such a declaration should be record- 
ed by a Magistrate but for the pirrpose of 
law this is sot an indispeiasable require- 
ment (Para 6) 

(Q Evidence Act (1872), S. 32(1) — 
Recording of dying dedaration ^ Need 
not be is question and answer form. 

It is not an indispensable requirement 
of law that it should be recorded in a 
question and an answer form, and not in 
a narrative form. Recording of a dying 
declaration In a question and an answer 
form may perhaps be a better mode but 
there can be no hard and fast rule. AIR 
6957 SC 804, Distinguished. (Para 6) 

(D) Evidence Act (1872), S. 32(1),— 
Dying declaration — At time of recording 
declarant cot under expectation of death ■ 
— Admissibility — Biglish and Indian 
law — Difference between. 

In regard to the admissibility of djdng 
declaration, to say that when the deceas- 
ed made the declaration if there was no 
prospect of his death then reliance can- 
not be placed thereon, is to overlook the 
language of Section 32(1) of the Act 
Under that provision such statements are 
relevant whether the person who made 
them was or was not at 'the time when 
they were made, under expectation of 
death, whatever may be the nature of 
the proceeding In whldi the cause of his 
death comes into question. Tliis i>art of 
the law is a departure from the Englfah 
la'w where such statements should be 
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chaser is a person dairmng under the 
transferor then certainly the plaintiff 
could protect his possession against hiin, 
because the auction purchaser would be 
equally estopped from enforcing any right 
against him as the judgment-debtor was. 
By merely attaching the property, the 
atta ching creditor does not do any act 
which would come in conflict with the 
possession of the property by the plain- 
tiS. We, therefore, do not accept &e 
argument that by filing this suit, the plain- 
tiff is trying to proted; his possession. 


21. Mr. Patel, the learned advocate 
for the plaintiff urged that the plaintiff is 
entitled to maintain this suit imder O. 21, 
Kule 63, because that provision gives a 
claimant or objector who is defeated m 
his claim petition a right to bring a ^t 
to establish the right claimed by hi^. 
Mr, Patel’s argument is that the plain ti ff 
^ed his objection against the attachment 
by the defendant and smce his objection 
was overruled, he is entitled under O. 21, 
Rule 63 of the Civil Procedure Code to 
bring a siiit of this nature. ^ our opi- 
nion,- the plaintiff was not entitled to file 
any petition of objection ag ain st attach- 
ment levied at the instance of the defen- 
dant. Since he has no right of any land 
in the property he caimot file any pro- 
ceeding which can be based only ui^n 
the existence of a right in prop^. By 
fifing an application imder Order 21, 
Rule 58 to get the attachment raised, the 
plaintiff was trying to establish m It- 
self a right of possession which he, m fact 
did not possess. Therefore, it was not 
open to him to file any applic^on und^ 
Order 21, Rule 58, because thereby he 
took up a role of an 

that of a defender. Under- the docfrme 
of part performance as enacted m_ bec- 
tion 53-A, there is no active titl^e m the 
plaintiff and therefore, he c^ot seek to 
eoforce. by initiating, an action, a right 
to whicfii he is not entitled. 

22. It v/as also urged by l\fr. Zaveii 
learned Advocate for the 

the attaching creditor is ^ot a person 
daiming imder the ]ud^ent-debtor, that 
fr *e transferor and .therefore, fte 
estoppel created by Sec_ton 
not come in his way. The ;ud^nt- 
creditor has not derived any “'terert m 
the property through the audgment-de^ 
tor-fraiS^r. In fact he is ho^le to 

the transferor because it IS agai^ fte 

judgment-debtor’s de^e that he 
attached this property, Jo ^tisfy the 
decree obtained against h^ In our opi- 
nion, the attaching cr^tor cannot be 
said to be a person daunmg under ^e 
transferor and therefore, ^e plam^ 
rannot prevent him from attachmg the 
Sert^ of the judgmmt-debtor ev^ If 
it were assumed that by so domg he is 
protecting his possession The ^opi^l 
created by Section 53- A d oes not arise 
1970 Guiarat/9 VII G — ^25 


against anyone else except the transferor 
or persons cl aimin g under him, 

23. In AIR 1952 Orissa 143 (supra) ff 

has been held " a suit by fte trans- 

feree against an attaching creditor or the 
fransferor under O. 21, R. 63, Civil Pro- 
cedure Code is not one between him and 
the transferor or anybody claiming under 
the transferor. Hence the transferee as 
a plaintiff cannot avail himsplf of the 
benefits of the doctrine of part perform- 
ance of contract for sale as against an 
invasion on his rights by attaching credi- 
tor of the transferor.” In that case the 
Orissa High Court has dissented from the 
decision of a Single Judge of the Madras 
High Court in G. Audinarajuidu v. Man- 
gamma, AIR 1943 Mad 706. Having 
gone through this Madras decision, wa 
have no hesitation in agreeing with the 
view of the Orissa High Court. There- 
fore also the plaintiff is not entitled to 
any declaration in his favour in this suit. 

24. The next point urged by Mr. 
Zaveri is that the suit must fail as the 
judgment-debtor is not made a party to 
the suit. His contention is that the iudg- 
ment-debtor is a party to the execution 
application; and since claim proceedings 
are part of execution proceedings, &e 
judgment-debtor is deemed to be a party 
to a claim petition and hence he must be 
joined in a suit under O. 21, R. 63, Under 
Order 21, Rule 58 any person who has an 
objection to the attachment of any pro- 
perty in execution of a decree, can make 
an application complaining of such attach- 
ment Rule 59 provides that the objec- 
tor must show that he had some interest 
in, or was possessed of, the property at- 
tached. Rules 60, 61 and 62, then refer 
to the investigation of the claim or objec- 
tion. Rule 63 lays down as follows: 

•'Where a claim or an objection is pre- 
ferred, the party agaiost whom an order 
is made may institute a suit to establish 
the right which he daims to the property 
in dilute, but, subject to the result of 
such suit, if any, the order shall be con- 
dusive.” 

It is apparent that an objector or daimant 
would go to the Court only in respect of 
the right -which he daims in the property. 
He is interested in seeing that his di^ 
or objection is upheld. If the decision 
goes against liim, as in this case, the 
claimant or the objector ivould file a suit 
to establish that right in the property pn 
the basis of which he preferred the claim 
or objection. Tlie primary dispute is 
between the objector and the attachmg 
creditor. Hence, in order to got the 
attachment raised, the objector must 
make the attaching creditor a party to 
his petition. It may be that in 
cases he may think it proper to (^ablish 
his as against tlie judgment-debtor 

also, But it will not be necessary for 
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h<Tn to do so in all cases. In those cases 
where the judgment-debtor has done 
some act indicating his hostile attitude to 
birn. the objector or the claimant may 
also like to have his right or claim esta- 
blished. not only against the attacMng 
cr^tor, but also against the judgment- 
debtor. In all cases therefore. It will be 
for Uie claimant or the objector to dedde 
as to against whom he wants to establish 
bis right in the property attached. If he 
proceeds against the attaching creditor 
alone, the decision will no doubt put an 
end to the dispute between him and the 
attaching creditor. But since the judg- 
ment-debtor has not been made a par^ 
to the claim petition or to the stut. the 
judgment-debtor will not be bound by 
any decision given in his absence. If the 
claimant or the objector wants the judg- 
ment-debtor also to be bound, he must 
make the judgment-debtor a party to the 
claim petition or the suit. It is not neces- 
sary, therefore, that the judgment-debtor 
shovdd be made a party to a ciut under 
Older 21, Buie 63, unless the claimant or 
the objector desires to establish his right 
to or interMt in the property against him 
^ 0 . This point has been dealt mth by 
a iSiU Bench of the Andhra Pradesh High 
Court in ChimptrazaiDa v. Subraroanyaa, 
AIB 1937 Andh Pra 61 CEB). In that case 
It is observed:— 

"It may be taken as settled law. and 
also consistent with practice, that a judg- 
ment-debtor need not be made a party to 
claim proceedings in wldch case, the 
Court decides only tte right of the decree- 
holder to bring the property to sale 
against the of the claimant’s right 
to have the property released. Such an 
order would not obriousZy bar the judg- 
ment-debtor who was not a party to the 
proceedings. It is equally settled that a 
judgment-debtor also be made a party 
to such 3 proceeding, and in that event 
it would be binding on him and preriude 
him from setting up his claim unless he 
gets the s^d older set aside in a suit 
filed under O. 21, B. 63. CP.C within the 

time prescribed. Subject to the 

operation of the doctrine of res judicata, 
an order on a claim petition fil^ under 
O. 21, R. 58 of the Code of.CivU Proce- 
dure, or a decree in a stilt filed under 
R. 63 of that order, does not extend be- 
yond the execution of the decree which 
has given rise to those proceedings." 

We' are in agreement with these observa- 
tions. 

;25. We may also refer to the follosring 
observations to be found in Mangru T, 
Tarakaathjl. AIR 1967 SC 1390: 

. . "The effect of R. 63 is that Unless a ndt 
is brought as provided by the rule, fire 
party against whom the order in the daim 
proceeding Is made or any p^on clam- 
ing through lum caimot reaeitate In any 
other suit or proceeding against the otb» 


party or any person claiming through him 
the question whether the property was 
or was not liable to attachment and sale 
in execution of the decree out of whldi 
the claim Proceeding arose, but the bar 
of Rule 63 extends no iurther," 


26, Mr. Zaveri relied upon the ded- 
<don of a Single Judge of Kerala High 
Court in Mathai v. Kunjukochu. AIR 1963 
Ker 236. In that case, the learned Judge, 
no doubt held that the judgment-debtor 
Is a necessary party to a suit under O. 21, 
B> 63. The main reason on which the 
learned Judge has come to this condu- 
oon is that the judgment-debtor (s, as 
mucdi interested in opposing the claim, as 
the judgment-creditor himself and there- 
fore. there is every reason to hold that 
the judgment-debtor necessarily be made 
a party to the claim proceedings. The 
judgment proceeds upon an assumption 
that in all cases a judgment-debtor is 
Interested in opposing the claim. In our 
opinion, thu assumption c:annot be made. 
Our experience of execution proceedings 
has shown that in many cases, the 1udg- 
ment-debtors accept the correctness of 
the daim or objection. We prefer to 
agree with 'the decision of the Andhra 
Pradesh High Court. ' • 


27, M. Zaveri relied tmon the doddon 
in Ghasi Ram v. Mangal Chand (1908) 
ILR 28 All 41. That decision really goes 
against £Ir. Zaveri It lays down that 
the judgment-debtor is not a nece&vtary 
party to a suit under Order 21, Rule 63. 
However, ilr. Zaveri relies upon the oI>* 
servations— "If an unsuccessful claimant 
brings a suit and he seeks to establish his 
daim against both the decree-holder and 
the judgment-debtor, the latter is of 
course a necessary party." We are In 
jespectfiU agreement with tMg observa- 
tion becaiue we are also of the opinion 
that the judgment-debtor must be made 
a Party to sudi a suit if the claimant seeks 
to obtain an order also against the judg- 
merit-debtor. Mr, Zaveri also relied 
upon the decisions in Bamchandar Singh 
v. Raghonati Sahai. AIR 1945 Pat 189 and 
Moolchand v. Parmanand, AIR 1951 Nag 
438. We have gone through these two 
cases and in our opinion they do not sup- 
port tte argument put forward by lir. 
Zaveri. They only lay down that a per- 
son in whose favour an order Is made In 
a daim proceeding should -be made a 
party to the suit and that the decree- 
holder is a necessary party in a suit by a 
defeated cldmant. 


28, Mr. Zaveri then raised another 
pomt. There are two other creditors of 
Alihussain who have also obtained money- 
decrees and have filed execution appUca- 
tioDs in the Court at Sldhpur. They are 
Regular Darkhasta Nos. 76 and 77 of 1955. 
The Court has ordered them to be kept 
In rateable distribution with the execs- 
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tion applicaiion filed by the present de- 
fendant. Mr. Zaveri argued that the 
decree-holders in those two execution 
applications are also necessary parties to 
this suit, because those two other decree- 
holders are also to be deemed to be attach- 
ing creditors. No such contention was 
raised on behalf of the defendant either 
when the claim petition was heard or 
when the suit was tried in the trial Court 
or when the appeal was heard in the Dis- 
trict Court. Apart from that, the con- 
tention seems to be devoid of any sub- 
stance. It is not the case of Mr. Zaveri 
that these two other decree-holders have 
taken out any attachment of the property 
which is in possession of the plaintiff. 
Under Order 21, Rule 58 a claim or objec- 
tion can be filed against the property 
which is under attachment Therefore, 
the attachment of the property is a con- 
dition precedent to the filing of an appli- 
cation under Order 21, Rule 58. Since 
these two other creditors have not attach- 
ed the property in possession of the plain- 
tiff, there cannot arise any occasion for 
the' plaintiff to ffle any claim petition 
against them or to file any suit against 
them. No cause of action has accrued to 
the plaintiff against those two other de- 
cree-holders. Mr. Zaveri relied upon the 
decisions in Gourgopal Dev v. Kamal- 
kalika Datta, AIR 1934 Cal 559; Balmo- 
kand v. Ram Saran Das, AIR 1936 Lab 
519 and Manora Bai v. Sultan Bakath, 
AIR 1968 Andh Pra 113. in support of his 
argument These cases do not at all deal 
with the question whether tliose decree- 
holders whose Darkhasts are ordered to 
be kept in rateable distribution with the 
Darkhast of an attaching decree-holder, 
but who have not taken out attachment 
in their own Darkhasts, can be deemed to 
be attaching creditors on the basis of the 
attachment taken out by the attaching 
creditor alone. These decisions, therefore, 
do not help Me. ZaverL No other provi- 
sion of law or authority was cited to us in 
support of his argument by Mr. ZaverL 

29. No other contention was raised be- 
fore us. Since the plaintiff has no right to 
maintain such a suit, it is dear that his 
suit must fail and should be dismissed. 

30. In the result therefore. Second 
Appeal No. 424 of 1961 filed by the phiin- 
tiff is ordered to be dismissed with costs. 
Second Appeal No. 539 of 1961 is allowed 
and the decree passed by the learned 
sistant Judge in Appeal No. 227 of _1959 
is set aside and the suit of tiie plaintiff 
is ordered to be dismissed with costs 
throughout 

Order accordingly. 
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Chhaganji Khengarji and another. 
Petitioners v. State of Gujarat Respon- 
dent 

Criminal Revn. Applns. Nos. 464, 465 
and 466 of 1966, D/- . 22-8-1969, from 

order of S. J., Banaskantha at Palanpur 
in CrL Appeals Nos. 49 and 37 of 1966. 

(A) Prohibition — Bombay Prohibi- 
tion Act (25 of 1949), S. 6G (1) (b) — 
Charge against accused under S. 66 (IKb) 
— Charge must be proved by establishing 
that accused had consumed liquor in the 
prohibited area — ^ Prosecution cannot ab- 
solve of that obligation by resorting to 
S. lOG or S. 114 of Evidence Act 

It is evident from Ss. 11, 13 and 66 (1) 
(b) of the Act that for the establishment 
of the offence imder S. 66(l)(b), it ha.s 
got to be proved that a person charged 
with the offence has consumed or used 
any intoxicant in contravention of the 
provisions of this Act or of any rule, 
regulation or order made, or of any 
Ucence. permit pass or authorization 
issued thereunder. It is, therefore, evi- 
dent that if a person has consumed liquor 
outside the State, where there is no such 
prohibition, the offence could not be said 
to have been committed by that person 
under the Act. It is therefore, necessary 
for the prosecution to prove that the per- 
son charged with the offence, consumed 
liquor within the prohibited area within 
the limits of the State. The prosecution 
cannot be absolved of that obligation by 
resorting to Section 106 or Section 114 of 
the Evidence Act (Para 11) 

Mere raising of presumption about con- 
Eurnption of liquor by accused on the 
basis of report of Chemical Analyser 
would not prove that he had done so in 
contravention of the Prohibition Act 
That can be proved by establishing that 
the accused had committed the offence, 
that is to say, he had consumed alcohol 
within the prohibited area. The law is 
well settled that the offence imder Sec- 
tion 66(l)(b) would be complete when a 
person consumes prohibited intoxicant 
but no presumption could be made that 
the person should be conridered to have 
taken liquor at the place where he is 
found. Similarly, no presumption could 
be made that he had consumed the in- 
toxicant within the prohibited area. No 
doubt, under Section 115-A of the Act, 
tile Magistrate having jurisdiction at the 
place where the person is found, is com- 
petent to try and conrict such a person 
if found guilty, but the parson must, even 
before such I.Iagistrate. be proved to 
have committed the offence. The offence 
would be committed only if ho had con- 
sumed the intoxicant within the prohibi- 
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fed area. Tfifs fact can be established 
even by drcumstantial e^dence. AIR 1963 
Guj 234 & Criminal Atjpeal No. 112L of 
1964, D/- 1-4-1966 (Gul). Bel. on. 

(Para 

(B) Prohibition — Bombay Prohibition 
Act (25 of I94S), S. 66 (I) (b) — Chanje 
against accused under S. €6(l){b) — ^Find of 
alcohol exceeding 0.05 per cent w/v ui 
blood of accused — Find can only prove 
that accused had consumed liquor — It 
cannot prove that he had consumed liquor 
at place svhere he was found. AIR 1963 
Gnj. 234, BeL on. (Para 18) 

Cases Referred: Chronological paras 
(1969) Criminal Appeal No. 6 of 
1968, D/- 13-8-1969 (Guj) 17 

(1966) Criminal Appeal No. 1121 of 
1964, D/- 1-4-1966 (Guj) 15 

a963) AIR 1963 Guj 2M (V 50)“ 

(1962) 3 Guj LR 409“1963 (2) Crt 
LJ 273, State v. Dhulajl Bavajl 12 
(1956) AIR 1958 SC 404 (V 43)“- 
1956 SCR 199“1956 Cri U 794, 
Shambhu Nath Mohra v. State of 
Ajmer |[2 

(1936) 1936-3 AH £R 36, Senevlratne 
V. R. 12 

a923) 1923-2 KB 309-92 U KB 761. 
Caldwell v. Jones 16 

hi. B. Barot, for Applicants] K. 11. 
Chh^a, Asst Govt Pleader, for the 
State. 

JiniGlIENT:^ Common oaestioss of 
law and fact arise in all these three revl- 
rion petitions and hence, they are being 
disix)sed of by this judgment 

2. In Crinunal Revlaon ApplicaUcoi 
No. 464 of 1966, petitioner Chhaganji was 
prosecute for ofiences punishable under 
Sections 85(11(3) and 66(l)(b) of the Bcma- 
bay Probibitlon Act 1949. which will be 
hereinafter referred to as the Act 

3. The prosecution story was that on 
13th hlarch, 1966 at about 1-30 pm. the 
petitioner was found drunk near the hos- 
pital in a public place in Deesa town, dis- 
trict Banaskantha and he bad also con- 
sumed liquor without a pass or permit 
Learned Judidal hlagistrate. First Class, 
hto. N. G. Butala, in that Criminal Case 
No. 3^. found that the petitioner was not 
fn imd under the influence of drink. He 
was not found intoxicated. He, there- 
fore. acquitted him of the offence under 
Section 85(I)(3) of the Act He further 
fotmd that the petitioner had consumed 
liquor without pass or permit In view 
of that finHing of his. he contdcled him 
of an offence punishable under S. 66(lKb) 
of the Act and sentenced him to suffer 
three months’ rigorous imprisonment and 
to pay a fine of Rs. 500/- and in default 
of payment of fine, to undergo one and a 
half months’ further rigorous imprison- 
ment Against that order of conviction 
and sentence/recorded against the peti- 
tioner. the p^tioner filed Criminal Ap- 
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peal No. 49 of 1066 hi Sessions CourL 
Banaskantha District at Palanpur. Learn- 
ed Sessions Judge. Palanpur, Mr. M. L 
Pandya, who heard that appeal, dismissed 
it upholding the order of conviction and 
eentrace. Against that order, this revi- 
eton application has been filed by the 
petitioner In this Court 

4. In Revision Application No. 465 ol 
2966. the petitioner was prosecuted for 
offences punishable under Sections 85(1) 
(3) and 66(l)(b) of the Act The prose- 
cution story was that the Petitioner was 
found drunk in a public place at Kum- 
bhar Vas in Deesa town. District Banas- 
kantha. on 17th April, 1966 at 7-30 pju, 
and he had further consumed liquor with- 
out pass or permit. The learnt Judlc^ 
Magistrate First Class, in that Criminal 
Case No. 381 ol 1966. found that the peti- 
tioner was not fotmd drunk. He was not 
intoxicated. He found that he had con- 
sumed liquor without pass or pennit. He, 
therefore, acquitted the petitioner of the 
offence punishable under Sea 85(I)(3) of 
the Act and convicted him of the offenoa 
punishable imder Section 66{l)(b) of the 
Act, and sentenced him to suffer three 
months’ rigorous imprisonment and to 
pay a fine of Bs. 500/- and in default of 

g vment of fine, to undergo one and a 
If months’ further rigorous imprison- 
ment. Against the order of conviqtigp. 
and sentence, the petitioner filed Criminal 
Appeal No. 37 of 1966 in the Court of 
Se^ons Judge, Banaskantha DisMct at 
Palanpur. The learned Sessions Judge 
who heard that appeal, dismissed that 
appeal, confirming the order of con^ctioa 
and sentence passed against the petitioner. 
The petitioner has, therefore, filed the 
present revision petition in thiq Court. 

5. In Criminal Bevirion Application 
No. 466 of 1966, the petitioner was prose- 
cuted for offences under Sections 85(13(1), 
85(1)(3} and 66(l)(b) of the Act The 
prosecution story was that on 19th April, 
1966, at about 9-30 pjn., the petitioner 
was found drunk near the old S. T. Bus 
Etimd In a public place in Deesa town, 
Kstrict Banaskantha. He Was unable to 
take care of himself. He had consumed 
liquor without pass or permit The learn- 
ed Judicial Llagistrate, First maca , Deesa, 
in that Criminal Case No. 441 ol 1966, 
convicted the petitioner of offences puni- 
shable imder Sections 85(l)(l) and 85(1] 
(3) of the Act and sentence him to suffer 
seven days' rigorous imprisonment and to 
pay a fine of Rs. 25/- and la default ol 
payment of fine, to undergo seven days* 
fuitoer rigorous Imprisonment He also 
convicted the petitioner of an offence 
punishable under Section 6C(l)(b) of the 
Act and sentenced him to s^er three 
months’ rigorous imprisonment and to pay 
a fine of Rs. 500/- and in default of pay- 
ment ol fine, to undergo one and a hall 
months’ further rigorous Imprisonment 
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Substantive sentences were ordered to 
run concurrently. Against that order of 
conviction and sentences passed against 
the petitioner, he filed Criminal Appeal 
No. 50 of 1966 in the Court of Sesrions 
Judge. Banaskantha District, at Palanpur. 
Learned Sessions Judge, Mr. M. L Pandya, 
who heard that appeal, dismissed it, 
confirming the order of conviction and 
sentences passed against the petitioner. 
The petitioner has, therefore, filed this 
revision application in this Court,- 

6. In all these three reviaon petitions, 
Mr. Barot, learned Advocate, who appear- 
ed for the petitioners, submitted that the, 
order of conviction and sentence passed 
against each of the petitioners in these 
revision petitions, cannot be sustained • in 
law. This argument of his is based on 
his submission that there is no evidence, 
direct or circumstantial, led by the prose- 
cution to prove that each petitioner in 
these revision petitions, consumed liquor 
within the limits of Gui'arat State where 
liquor cannot be consumed without pass 
or permit. It has been urged by him 
that Deesa is situated in the neighbour- 
hood of an area where there is no such 
prohibition- It was the duty of the pro-^ 
secution to prove the drcumstances to 
show that each petitioner in these revi- 
aon petitions had consumed liquor in the 
prohibited area in the State of Gujarat. 
It is submitted by him that the learned 
Sessions Judge dedded against the peti- 
tioners on this point, relying upon the 
provisions of Section 115-A of the Act. It 
has been submitted by him that after 
that section was engrafted and brought in 
the Statute book, the only problem solved 
was regarding the jurisdiction of the 
Court to try such an offence, if a person 
who has consumed liquor is found in a 
place situated within the jurisdiction of 
that particular Court. It has not solved 
the problem that the prosecution has to 
prove that the offence in question has 
been committed. The offence in ques- 
tion can be said to have been committed 
by the offender if it is proved that he has 
consmned liquor in contravention of the 
provisions of the Act. It was, therefore, 
necessary for the prosecution to prove 
that liquor was consumed within the pro- 
hibited area. La, within the area of the 
State of Gujarat, where liquor cannot be 
consumed without the necessary pass or 
permit. 

7. Mr. Chhaya, learned Assistant Gov- 
ernment Pleader, who appeared for the 
State, submitted that it would be weU- 
nigh impossible for the prosecution to 
prove that a particular offender consmned 
liquor at a particular place. The prose- 
cution could prove only that the person 
was fotmd having consiimcd liquor and 
for the proof of it. the prosecution can 
rely upon the eridence of Chemical Ana- 
lyser’s analysis that alcohol was found In 


Guj. 133 

the blood of the offender in excess of the 
prescribed limits and eventually. In view 
of the provisions of Section 66(2) of the 
Act, rebuttable presumption can be rms- 
ed that the offender had consumed prohi- 
bited liquor. It was urged by him that 
the fact whether the offender consunred 
liquor at a particular place was a fact 
within his special knowledge and hence, 
m view of the provisions of Section 106 
of the Evidence Act, it was for the offen- 
der to prove that he had consumed liquor 
at any place outside the limits of the 
State of Gujarat. It was further sub- 
mitted by Mr. Chhaya that the offender In 
each of these revision petitions was found 
in Deesa town in a public place according 
to the finding arrived at by the lower 
Comts. In each of these cases, it was 
proved that in the blood of each of the 
offenders, ethyl alcohol foxmd was more 
than .05% W/V. In view of that fact, 
presumption arose against each of them 
as indicated by sub-section (2) of Sec- 
tion 66 of the Act. That sub-section runs 
as under:—* 

"Subject to the proviaons of sub-sec- 
tion (3) where any trial of an offence 
imder clause (b) of sub-section (1) for the 
consmnption of an intoxicant, it is alleg- 
ed that the accused person consumed 
liquor, and it is proved that the concen- 
tration of alcohol in the blood of the 
accused person is not less than 0.05 per 
cent weight in volume then the bmden 
of proving that the liquor consumed was a 
medical or toilet preparation, or an anti- 
septic preparation or solution, or a fla- 
vouring extract, essence or syrup, contain- 
ing alcohol, the consumption of which is 
not in contravention of the Act or any 
rules, regulations or orders made there- 
under, shall be upon the accused person, 
and the. Court shall in the absence of such 
proof presime the contrary." 

8. There is no dispute that such a pre- 
sumption arose against each of these peti- 
tioners in these revision petitions and the 
findings arrived at by the two Courts 
below that the petitioner in each of these 
revision petitions has not been able to 
rebut that presumption, are correct There 
is, therefore, no doubt that the prosecu- 
tion has proved that the petitioner in each 
of these revision petitions consumed pro- 
hibited liquor. It is an undisputed posi- 
tion that each of these petitioners vuss 
consumed in sudi condition In Deesa town, 
Le. v.uthin the jurisdiction of Deesa Judi- 
cial Magistrate. First Class. 

9. Section 115-A of the Act which Is- 
material for our purposes, runs as under: 

"Notwithstanding anything contained in 
the Code of Criminal Procedure. 1898. an 
offence of consumption of any intojacant 
or hemp specified in CL (b) of sub-s. (1) 
of Section 66. mar be tried by a Magis- 
trate having jurisdictioD cither at tbs 


Chhaganji KhengaiS: v. State (Sheth J.) [prs. 5-9] 
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place in which the offence was actually 
committed or at any place in the State In 
wUch the offender may be found.” 
Ordinary, the Court within whose Juris- 
diction the offence was actually commit- 
ted, would have jurisdiction to try such 
an offence. But by engrafting this sec- 
tion and bringing it In the Statute Book, 
the Court within whose jurisdiction such 
an offender has been found. Is also en- 
powered to try such an offence. That 
section only solves the problem regarding 
jurisdiction. 

10. The further problena, namely, whe- 
ther the offender consumed liquor within 
the prohibited area, remained to be solved. 
Section 11 of the Act reads; — 

"Notwithstanding anything contained In 
the following provisions of this Chapter, 
it shall be lawful to import, transport, 
manufacture, bottle, sell. buy. possess, use 

or consume any intoxicant or hemp. 

in the manner and to the extent provided 
by the provisions of this Act or any rules, 
regulations or orders made or in accor- 
dance with the terms and conditions of a 
licence, permit pass or authorizatioo 
granted thereunder.” 

11. Section 13 of the Act which Is 
material for our purposes, reads: 

"No person ehali— 

(a) bottle any Uquon for, sale; 

(b) consume or use liquor; or 
(ci me zx me 

Section 66 (11 (b) of the Act reads: 

"Whoerer In contravention of the pro- 
vidons of this Act or of any rule, regula- 
tion or order made, or of any licence, per- 
mit or authorization issued, there- 
under — 

(bl consumes, uses, possesses or trans- 
ports any intoricant other than opium or 
hemn.” 

It Is, therefore, evident that for the esta- 
blishment of the offence in question. It has 
got to be proved that a person has con- 
sumed or used any intoxicant In contra- 
vention of the providons of this Act or 
of any rule, r^ulation or order made, or 
of any licence, permit, pass or authoriza- 
tion issued thereunder. It Is, therefore, 
evident that U a person has consumed 
liquor outdde the State of Gujarat, where 
there fs no such prohibition, the offence 
could not be said to have been committed 
by that person under the Act. It was, 
therefore, necessary for the prosecution to 
prove that each petitioner in these revi- 
don petitions, omsumed liquor within the 
prohibited area within the limits of the 
State of Gujarat. The prosecution can- 
not be ab^lved of that obligation by 
resorting to Section 106 of the Evidence 
Act or Section 114 of the Evidence Act. 

^12. -A Dividon Bench of this Court, 
before this Section 115-A was brought Into 
the Statute book in the Act barf to deal 
with this question in State T. Dhtilajt 


Bavaji. 3 Gui LR 409 - (AIR 1963 Guj 
234). J. M. Shelat. J., (as he then was), 
speaking for the Division Bench, at page 
416 (of Gui LR) “ (at p. 238 of AIR) 
made the following pertinent observations, 
which can be referred to, with advantage 
at this stage; — 

'The learned Asdstant Government 
Pleader next contended that It was within 
the special loiowledge of the accused as to 
where he consumed liquor eind. therefore, 
under Section 106 of the Evidence Act it 
would be for the accused to establish that 
he had consumed liquor at a place where 
it was not an offence to consume. It Is a 
fundamental principle for our jurispru- 
dence that in a criminal prosecution the 
onus of proof is upon the prosecution and 
there is no obligation upon the prisoner 
of proving facts especially within his own 
icnowiedge. Ct Seneviratne v. R., (1936) 
3 All ER 36. where thdr Lordships of the 
Privy Council were dealing with Sec- 
tion 108 of the Ceylon Evidence Ordinance 
(No. 14 of 1&95) which contained the same 
provisions as are to be found in Se& 106 
of our Evidence Act The same question 
also arose in Shambhu Nath Mehra t. 
SUte of Aimer. 1950 SCR 199 - (AIR 
1956 SC 404) where their Lordships of the 
Supreme Court laid down the came prin- 
dpie. namely, that Section 106 of the 
Evidence Act does sot abrogate the well- 
established rule of criminal law that ex- 
cept in very exceptional classes of cases 
the burden that lies on the prosecution to 
prove its case never shifts and Sea 106 
Is not intended to relieve the prosecution 
of that burden. They also observed that, 
on the contrary, that section seeks to meet 
certain excepbonal cases where it is Im- 
possifale, or disproportionately difficult, tor 
the prosecution to establish facts which 
are especially within knowledge of 
the accused and which can be proved by 
him without difficulty or Inconvenience. 
But when knowledge of such facts Is 
equally available to the prosecution If It 
diooses to ezerdse due diligence, they can- 
not be said to be especially within the 
knowledge of the accused and the section 
caimot apply. At page 203 of the report. 
It is observed that the word 'especially’ 
means facts that are pre-eminently or ex- 
ceptionally within the knowledge of the 
accused. Their Lordships l^ve then ob- 
served that if the section were to be In- 
terpreted otherwise, it would lead to the 
very startling condiision that in a murder 
case the burden lies on the accused to 
prove that he did not commit the murder 
because who could know better than he 
whether he did or did not? Section 106, 
ther^ore. cannot be used to undermine 
the well-established rule of law that, the 
burden is on the prosecution and that It 
ne^r shifts. The burden to establish that 
the offence took place within the jurisdic- 
tion of the learned Ma^dstrate was clearly 



1970 


ChiiaKanii KhenRarji v. State (Sheth 7 .) Il»rs. 12-17] 


upon the prosecution. It is nowhere 
^ted by the prosecuUoa that even with 
due dilisence they could not find out the 
place where the ofience occurred. As 
stated by the Supreme Court in Shambu 
Nath Mehra’s case, the knowledge as to 
where the offence occurred would had 
(have) been equally available to the pro- 
secution if it had chosen to exercise due 
diligence and, therefore, such knowledge 
cannot be said to be especially within the 
knowledge of the accused. Consequently, 
Section 106 would not apply.” 

In the instant case, it could not be said 
that it was well-nigh impossible for the 
prosecution to prove these facts. The 
prosecution could have proved it by leaci- 
ing circumstantial evidence and could have 
shown that the cdrcnimstances probabilised 
that this consumption of liquor had taken 
place within the limits of this State. It 
would have been then, for the accused 
to show that he had not consumed liquor 
within the limits of this State. 

13. It has been submitted by Mr. 
Chhaya that this decision had been given 
by a Division Bench of this Court before 
Section 115-A was brought into the 
Statute Book. As said earlier, engrafting 
of that section has only solved the pro- 
blem of jurisdiction of the Court to try 
such an offence. The Coxirt can try such 
an offence if a person who has consumed 
liquor is found at a place within the 
limits of its jurisdiction. It has not solved 
any other equally important problem. It 
has been submitted by Mr. Chhaya that 
if this is the position of law. then the pro- 
secution would have insurmountable dif- 
ficulties in proving such offences. I do 
not agree with that submission. No doubt, 
the prosecution will have some difficulties, 
but the prosecution can bring forward 
several circumstances which could pro- 
babilise that the offence of consuming 
liquor was committed within the limits 
of this State and in that case, the burden 
will be shifted on to the accused to prove 
that he had really consumed the liquor 
outside the limits of this State. If tliere 
are any difficulties, the appeal should be 
to tlie Legislature and not to the Court 

14. So far as this question is concern- 
ed. even after the introduction of S. 115-A 
in tlie Act. there has been no material 
difference. Prindplo enunciated in the 
decision given by a Division Bench of this 
Court on this point still holds good and 
I am bound by that decision. 

15. In an unrcporled decision of this 
Court in Criminal Appeal No 1121 of 
1961. D/-1-4-I05G (Gui) 'V.ildt J.. had to 
deal’ with a similar question, after Sec- 
tion 115-A of tlm Act war, brought into 
the Statute Book. The rclcrrant ob.scrra- 
tions made arc as imder. 

"However, the learned Magistrate aho 
acquitted the respondent of the diarge 
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mder Section 66 (1) (b), sub-section (2). 
It IS pointed out that the Medical Officer 
had taken blood sample of the respondent 
^d bad forwarded it to the Chemical 
^alyser for the test The report of the 
tffiemical Analyser is on the record which 
shows that the blood sample of the res- 
pendent contained 0.1932 per cent W/V 
of Ethyl alcohoL From this it was tried 
to be urged that the offence under sub- 
section (2) of Section 66 (1) (b) of the 
Bombay Prohibition Act read with Sec- 
tion 115-A should be taken to have been 
established. The learned Magistrate, it 
appears, did not accept this submission, 
and acquitted the accused of that charge 
also. 

16. It is true that it could be presum-, 
ed that the accused had consumed pro- 
hibited liquor because it was proved by 
the prosecution by the production of the 
report of the Chemical Analyser that the 
blood sample of the respondent contained 
more than 0.05 per cent. W/V of Eiffyl] 
alcohoL But mere raising of that pre- 
sumption would not prove that he had 
done so in contravention of the Prohibi- 
ffon Act. That can be proved by establish 
ing that the accused had committed the 
offence, that is to say. he had consumed 
alcohol within the prohibited area. The 
law is well settled that the offence under 
• Section 66 (1) (b) woidd be complete when 
a person consumes prohibited intoxicant i 
but no presumption could be made thatj 
the person should be considered to have 
taken liquor at the place where he Is 
found. Similarly, no presumption could 
be made that he had consumed the 
intoxicant vithin the prohibited area. 
No doubt now, imder Section 115-A of tlie 
Act, the Magistrate having jurisdiction 
at the place where the person is found, 
is competent to try and convict such a 
person if found guilty. But the person 
must, even before such klagistrale, be 
proved to have committed the offenca 
The offence would be committed only ifj 
he had consumed tlie intoxicant witliin 
the prohibited area. No doubt, this fact 
can be established even b^' cireujr!Stanti.al 
ewdence. But the record of the present 
case fails even to establish it by circum- 
stances. 

In my opinion, this decision is a complefe 
ansiver to all the arguracnt.s advanced by 
Mr. Chhaya on behalf of tiio State. In 
my opinion, this decision lay.s down a cor- 
rect position oi law in liiis behalf and I 
am in respectful agreement with it. 

17. Mr, Chhaya inwted my attention to 
an unrcpoifcci decision of tliir. Court In 
Criminal Anpoal No. G of 1G3G, cccidt'd 
by y. D. Dcs-oi, L. on IS-fi-lKfi (Guj). In 
mv opinio.n, th.at dccislo.n clcy-s not Lay 
dowm any principle whicJi nmr. cramter 
to the prindplo enunciated by Wdl. 
in the afo.res.aid deevdan. After referring 
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to that deddon, Y, D. Desal, has ob- 
cerved:— 

"The learned Judge, while lay&g down 
the proposition that the prosecution has to 
prove ♦ha t the prohibited Ucjuor was con- 
sumed within the jurisdiction has also ob- 
served in the last part of Ids judgment 
that the fact of liquor having been con- 
sumed within the prohibited area can In 
the facts of a ^ven case be established by 
circumstantial evidence. In the matt^ 
before the learned Ju<^e there were no 
such drcumstances with the result that 
the order of acqxiittal raTwp to be con- 
firmed, In the present case, what we find 
Is that the accused is a rendent of 
Joravamagar. He was found near his 
house having consumed hquor. The otua- 
tion of Joravamagar is such that it may 
be difficult for a man to go hundreds of 
miles away from there to take liquor and 
to come back such that he would be found 
unsteady in gait and stammering in speedi. 
In the circumstances, I have no hesitation 
to hold that the accused had consumed 
within the State and not outside the limits 
of the State.” 

In the Instant case, each petitioner was 
found having consumed liquor in Deesa 
town which U not far away from the 
areas of other State, where liquor could 
be consumed without any pass or permit 
there are no drcumstances in any of these 
eases to probahOise that each of these 
petitioners consumed liquor within the 
u^ts of the State of Gujarat and (Sid not 
it outdde the limits of tids State; 

18. As said earlier. It was submitted by 
Mr. Chhaya that in each of these cases, 
as per the cheimcal analyser’s report, 
Ethyl alcohol found in blo^ taken from 
each of these petitioners was more than 
0.05 per cent WA^. It means that the 
alcohol had still not g«L«dTnlIati>d in (he 
system. It was, therefore, urged that the 
processes of consuming liquor still con- 
tinued and it could, thei^ore. be said 
that each of these petitioners had done 
part of consumption within the limits of 
this Stale. In my otnnion, this argument 
is not well founded- It is not the assimi- 
lation of the alcohol that would prove con- 
stimption of alcohoL In the aforesaid case 
decided by the Division Bench of this 
Court, this point has been considered at 
length and the following observations have 
been made at 'pages 411 and 412 (of Go] 
DR) (at p. 236 of AIR):— 

”Now it is fairly clear that sub-seo- 
tion (1) (b) of S. 66 makes the act of con- 
sumption of- an intoxicant an o&ence. The 
sub-section uses the word "consum^* 
which means that the act of drinking or 
consuming an intoxicant has been made 
an oSence.' The legislature has not used 
the words ^having been found to have 
used or consumed". Therefore, the offence 
under Section 66 0) (b) is complete when 


a person consumes prohIMfed Intoxicant. 
The Act does not define the word 'con- 
sume’ and therefore, we must attribute to 
the word ’consume’ Its literary dictionary 
meaning. According to ‘Webster’s New 
World Dictionary, 1956 Edition, the word 
’consume’ means *10 drink or eat up, 
devouri. Lord Hawart C. J. while dealing 
with the word ’consume’ In Section 4 of 
the Ucen-dng Act. 1921, in Caldwell v. 
Jones. (1923) 2 EB 309 also has observed 
that the word ‘consume’ must be read in 
Its natural and ordinary sense; and on 
such a meaning held In the light of the 
provisions of Section 4 of the licensing 
Act that that section prohibited, except 
during the permitted hours, and subjert 
to the specific exceptions provided for by 
the Act, the consumption on licked pre- 
mises of any intoxicant liquor, even though 
that liquor might not have been sold or 
supplied on those premises, but was 
brought into the premises by the person 
consinning it there. When the word 'con- 
eume' thus is given its dicticoary meaning. 
It would mean to drink or to otherwise 
use prohibited liquor. There is a dear 
distinction between the act of consuming 
and the fact of a man having be^ found 
drunk. In fact the Act itself makes that 
distinction for under Section 66 (1) (b), the 
act of consximing has been made an of- 
fence while tmder Section 85 (1) the 
act of a man having been found drunk 
and incapable of teTdng care of himself In 
any street, thoroughfare or public plac^ 
has been made a distinct offence. 

But It was contended that we must 
mesume imder Section 114 of the Ihddenee 
Act that the accused must have consumed 
liquor at the very T^ce where he was 
found by the police, r^aid bdng had to 
the common course of natural events. 
But there is no such presumption In the 
Act that 8 person should be considered to 
have taken liquor at the very place where 
be is found intoxicated. 'With toe facility 
of speedy transport available now-a-days 
It is always possible for a man to drink 
or consume liquor at one place and to be 
found in an intoxicated state at another 
place. Not only the Prohibition Act does 
not provide for any such presumption but 
It does not throw the burden upon the 
accused to prove that he drank liquor at 
a place other than the place where he was 
found intoxicated. Besides, toere is noth- 
ing like toe c omm on course of natural 
events as contemplated by Section 114 of 
tte Evidence Act for a person found In- 
toxicated at one particular place to have 
of necessity consumed liquor at toe very 
6ame place.” 

It could not. therefore, be «MiTd that eadi 
p^tioner in these revision petitions had 
Consumed liquor at Deesa town as blood 
was taken by toe Medical Officer from 
each of them at Deesa and on examina- 
tljan of that blood. Ethyl Alcohol was found 
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ia blood which exceeded 0.05 per cent. 
IWW. The find of it could only prove that 
the person concerned had consumed 
liquor, Find of it could not prove that 
he had consumed liquor at the place where 
he was found. It could not be said from 
ite find that the offender had consumed 
liquor within the limits of the Gujarat 
State. As said earlier, there are no such 
circumstances brought on the record or 
pointed out by the learned Assistant Gov- 
ernment Pleader from which it could be 
said that the circumstances probabilised 
that liquor was consumed by these of- 
fenders within the limits of Gujarat State. 
The order of conviction and sentence 
passed against each of the petitioners In 
these revision petitions for the said of- 
fence cannot, therefore, be sustained In 
law. 


19. So far as the revision petition No. 
466 of 1966 is concerned, that petitioner 
Koli Kalu Ramsi was also convicted of 
offences punishable under Section 85 (1) 
(1) and 85 (1) (3) of the Act and was sen- 
tenced to suffer seven days’ rigorous im- 
prisonment and to pay a fine of Es. 25 
and in default of payment of fine, to im- 
dergo seven days’ further rigorous im- 
prisonment for each of those offences. 
That order of conviction and sentence was 
not challenged in Criminal Appeal No. 50 
of 1966 filed by him. In the revision peti- 
tion filed in this Court also, that order 
has not been challenged and Mr. Barot 
has fairly conceded that it was not chal- 
lengeable. There is clear and consistent 
evidence which has been found to be re- 
liable and acceptable to hold the petitioner 
guilty of these offences. 

20. The result is that Criminal Revi- 
aon Applications Nos. 464 and 465 of 1966 
succeed. These applications are allowed 
and the order of conviction and sentence 
passed against the respective petitioner of 
those revision applications is set aside. 
Each of them is acquitted of the offence 
punishable under Section 66 (1) (b) of the 
Bombay Prohibition Act, 1949. Their baff 
bonds are ordered to be cancelled. Rule 
is made absolute. 


21. Revision Application No. 466 of 
1966 partly succeeds. The order of con- 
viction and sentence passed against the 
petitioner Noli Kalu Ramsi under Sec- 
tion 66 (1) (b) of the Bombay Prohibition 
Act, 1949 is set aside. He is acquitted of 
that offence. The order of conviction and 
sentence passed against hini for offences 
Tinder Sections 85 (1) (1) nnd oo (1) (3) of 
the Bombay Prohibition Act, 1949, is 
upheld. He is ordered to surrender to 
bail. Rule is modified. , 

Order accordmgly. 
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Bai Bhanbai Mavji, Applicant v. Kanbi 
Karshan Devraj and another. Opponents, 

-^PPbi- No. 11 of 1969, 
U/- 17-6-1969 from order of S. J. Kutch 
at Bhui in Cri. Eevn. Appln. No. 33 of 
[L9o8. 


Criminal P. C. (1898), S. 488 — Main- 
tenmce — Woman marrying second time 
during subsistence of first marriage — 
Cannot cl aim maintenance from second 
husband. 

A woman who has contracted a second 
marriage during sub^tence of her first 
marriage is not entitled to claim main- 
tenance from the second husband as her 
marriage with him is void in view of Sec- 
tion 11 read with Section 5 (1) of Hindu 
Marriage Act. (Para 6) 

’’Wife” contemplated in Section 488 (1) 
is the lawfully wedded wife and any other 
woman much though she was living with 
another man as if she was his wife. I^en 
the term "wife” is used, it has to be taken 
as a legitimate wife by reason of a valid 
marriage according to the law governing 
the parties. No illegitimate v.dfe is given 
any such right to claim maintenance under 
Section 488 (1) of the Act. AIR 1968 AH 
412 & AIR 1938 Mad 66 & 1963 (1) Cri LJ 
131 (Mys), Rel. on. (Para 3) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1968) AIR 1968 AU 412 (V 55) = 

1968 Cri LJ 1636, Naurang Singh 
Chuni Singh v. Smt. Sapla Devi 4 
(1963) 1963 (1) Cri LJ 131 = 40 Mys 
LJ 746, Smt Savithramma v. 
Ramanarasimhaih 3 

(1938) AIR 1938 Mad 66 (V 25) = 

■ 39 Cri LJ 228, A. T. Lakshmi 
Ambalam v. Andiammal 3 

P. V. Hathi, for Applicant; K. N. 
Mankad (for No. 1) and K. M Chhaya 
Asst Govt. Pleader, for the State, Op- 
ponent No. 2. 

ORDER: — Bai Bhanbai of Sukhpar, the 
applicant filed Criminal Miscellaneous Ap- 
plication No. 24 of 1966 in the Court of 
the Judicial Magistrate. First Class, Bhuj 
for claiming maintenance at the rate of 
Rs. 150 per month against the oppo.nent 
No. 1 imder Section 488 of the Criminal 
Procedure Code, inter alia, alleging that 
she was the wife of tiie opponent and 
that she was ill-treated by her husband 
and ifftimately driven out She also 
alleged that she had two daughters and 
that she was pregnant at the dale of the 
application. ’The application %vas resisted 
by the opponent inter alia contending that 
she was not his lawfully married v.ifa 
and that she was merely staging with him 
ns his mistress, and that therefore, she 
was not entitled to daim any m.-dntennncc 
from him. He also denied the allcgatioas 
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about ill-treatment etc Tlie learned 
Masi^rate after considering the effect of 
evidence adduced in the case found 
that ffie petitioner was not the lawfully 
married wife of the opponent and con- 
sequently she was not entitled to claim 
any maintenance from him. As to the 
claim for maintenance of the children, the 
opponent was directed to pay at the rate 
of Ri 15 per month to the applicant from 
the date of the application. Feeling dissa- 
tisfied with that order passed on 15th May 
1968 by Mr. D. L. Vora, Judidal Magis- 
trate, Bhuj, the applicant preferred R^- 
sion Application No. 33 of 1968 in the 
Court of Sessions Judge, Kutch at BhuJ. 
The contention before was that she 
had her first husband alive and therefore, 
her alleged marriage with him was voi± 
She cannot therefore, be said to be his 
lawfully married wife, even if she had 
contracted re-marriage with him. That 
was upheld by the Court and consequently 
it was found in agreement with the trial 
Court, that she was not entitled to dalm 
any maintenance for herself from the op- 
ponent as his wife under Section 488 of 
the Crinunal Procedure Code. The ap- 
plication thus came to be rejected. Fee- 
ing dissatiafied -^th that order passed on 
14th October 1968 by Mr. V. J. Japee. Ses- 
sions Judge, Kutch at Bhuj, the applicant 
has come in revision before this Court. 

2. Mr. Rathi, the learned advocate for 
the applicant urged that the learned Ses- 
sions Judge has omitted to take Into con- 
sideration the material evidence with re- 
gard to the divorce said to have been 
Sven by Kanjl the previous husband of 
the applicant Besides, it was urged that 
in the opponent’s first written statement 
filed by his Advocate in the case on 23-2- 
1966, he had admitted the applicant’s 
status as that of his wife, and that has 
been wrongly not taken into accoimt. hold- 
ing it to be inadiiussible in evidence as hit 
by Section 129 of the Indian Evidence Act. 
That has resuffed m an error of iaw and 
it has seriously affected the decision on 
the point in the case. It was on the other 
hand contended by Mr. Mankad, the 
learned advocate for the opponent that 
the concurrent findings of boUi the Courts 
below about the applicant having failed 
to establish her status as wife of the op- 
ponent, is one based on proper apmecla- 
tion of the evidence and it cannot be inter- 
fered'with in revision by this Court He 
also'urged that even If the written state- 
ment filed by the Advocate were taken 
into account it cannot establish the fact 
of her marriage with him as required in 
law. Now it Is conceded that Section 
of the Indian Evidence Act sought to be 
applied by the learned Sesrions Judge In 
holding that written statement as inad- 
missible in evidence, cannot apply. The 
effect thereof has, therefore, to be con- 
sider^ Tbus there was an error of law 
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la rejecting that part of evidence la the 
case, and it would, therefore, be open to 
consider the question by tal^g Into ac- 
count this piece of evidence along with 
other evidence in the case. I shall deal 
with that part of evidence hereafter. 

3. In order that the applicant is en- 
titled to claim maintenance under Sec- 
tion 488 of the Criminal P. C. it Is es- 
sential for her to establish that she was 
the "wife” of the opponent and that her 
husband had refused to maintain her. Mr. 
Eathi urged that all that Section 488 (11 
reaxiires is that she was the wife of the 
opponent and If that is established, the 
validity or otherwise of the marriage on 
account of cer tain other factors was not 
required to be gone into. According to 
him, it was an undisputed fact that she 
had contracted remarriage with the op- 
ponent and that she had given birth to 
two children by him. She was firing 
with him for about 2\ years before the 
date of the application as his wife and 
was recognised as such in the society. Tb&t 
such evidence on record was enough to 
hold that she was his wife and that since 
she was neglected and deserted by 
her husband, she was entitled to mainten- 
ance under Section 488 oi the Crimina] 
P. C. On a plain persual of Section 483 
(1) of the Criminal P. C.. it appears abun- 
dantly clear that what is contemplated by. 
the term "wife’* referred to therein Is the 
lawfully wedded wife and that term at any 
rate does not cover any other person much 
though she was living with him as If she 
was his wife. It need not say the law- 
fully married wife as when the term 
"wife” is. used, it has to be taken as a 
legitimate wife by reason of a valid 
marriage according to the law governing 
the parties. That becomes all the more 
clear from the expressions used In the se- 
cond part thereof wherein reference Is 
made to legitimate or illegitimate child’ 
who can claim maintenance xmder Sec- 
tion 488 fll of the Code. In other words 
the Legislature was clear in Its mind to 
apply this provision in respect of chil- 
dren. either legitimate or illegitimate, 
bom of a woman neglected or refusrf to 
be maintain^ by his or her father. If It 
Intended to include any Illegitimate wife, 
the legislature could have said so jurt 
as it said in respect of riiildren. It Is 
thus clear that no illegitimate wife Is 
given any such right to claim maintenance 
under Section 488 (1) of the Act In the 
Law Lexicon of British India, by P. R 
Alyar, -’wife' has been d^ned as *a marri- 
ed^ woman.’ For conferring the status of 
Hwife’ on the woman, marriage must be 
valid under law. It does not say any 
•woman’, but speaks of *wife’ — and to be 
a wife of any person, she must have been 
married with him according to the laW 
affecting the parties In that regard. No 
authority is needed for surix a propori- 
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tioiL However, I may refer to a decision 
in the case of Smt. Savithramma v. 
J7. Bamanarasimhaih, 1963 Cri LJ 131 
(Mys). where it was held: 

, “The term "wife” in Section 488 inclu- 
des only a legitimate wife and excludes 
any illegitimate one. If the intention of 
the legislature was that provision is to be 
made for even the illegitimate wife just 
as in the case of children where, the ex- 
pression 'legitimate’ or 'illegitimate' is used 
similar expression would have been em- 
ployed.” 

Another decision in . the case of A. T. 
Lakshmi Ambalam v. Andiammal, AIR 
9938 Mad 66, may wdl be referred to. In 
that case, the person claiming mainten- 
ance was living with the man since long 
and had even a child by him as it is in 
Ihe present case, and it was held that: 


“Under Section 488, Criminal P. C. a 
Vroman is not entitled to maintenance even 
if she has lived with a man as his wife 
for 12 years and has also borne him a 
chil d- Only legally married women are 
entitled to maintenance under Section 488, 
.Criminal P. C." 


4. Mr. Mankad had then invited a re- 
ference to the decision in the case of 
Kaurang Singh Chuni Singh v. Smt. Sapla 
Devi AIR 1968 All 412. One Sapla Devi 
claimed maintenance imder Section 488 of 
the Criminal P. C. from Naurang Singh 
on the ground that she was his married 
wife, and that she was neglected bv him. 
That was resisted by the husband-op- 
ponent saying that she was not his legally 
wedded v^e and that he was actually 
married to one Kalpa Devi about 15 years 
ago and had children by her. He had 
developed illicit intimacy with her and on 
that account she was not entitled to claim 
any maintenance. The trial Court found 
her to be the wedded wife of the opponent, 
and granted her maintenance. In revi- 
aon before the Sessions Judge, it was 
held that though she was married with 
liim , her marriage was not valid as op; 
ponent’s marriage "with Smt. Kalpa 
still subsisted. He foimd. therefore, the 
marriage of Sapla Devi void under S. 5 
read with S. 11 of the Hindu Marriage Act, 
1955. That led him to make a reference to 
the High Court and tlie reference w^as ac- 
cepted and she was held not entitled to 
maintenance she being not the legally 
wedded wife of the opponent. In the case 
before us it is the roTCrse in the sense that 
the applicant had a li\ing husband when 
she contracted ro-mnrriago with the o^ 
ponent. 'That aucs'uon has, therefore, to be 
considered v.dth a wcw to find out if she 
was the wife meaning the legally wedded 
wife of the opponent when claim for m.mn- 
tenance was made. Now it is not in dis- 
pute that the parties are Hindus and they 
are governed by the provi.sion.s^of vhc 
Hindu Marriage Act No, 25 of I Sou wluch 


came in force on 18th May 1955. The ap- 
plicant is said to be married with the op- 
ponent thereafter in the year 1963-1964. 
Section 5 thereof provides that a marriage 
may be solemnized between any two 
Hindus, if the following conditions are 
fulfilled, and then CL (i) thereof says that 
“neither party has a spouse living at the 
time of marriage.” Section 11 of the Act 
declares certain marriages as nuU and 
void. AiS stated therein, any marriage 
solemnized after the commencement of 
this Act shall be null and void and may, 
on a petition presented by either party 
thereto, be so declared by a decree of 
nullity if it contravenes any one of the 
conditions specified in Cls. (i), (iv) and (v) 
of Section 5. It is followed by Section 12 
which relates to voidable marriages. The 
contention is that at the time when the 
applicant contracted re-marriage with the 
opponent, her previous husband was alive, 
and if that were so, her marriage that 
took place with the opponent was null and 
void under Section 11 of the Act inasmuch 
as it was in violation of the condition 
specified in CL (i) of Section 5 of the Act. 
It need not be declared as void by any 
Court It is to be taken as null and void 
and that ■way ineffective in law as no 
marriage between any two Hindus can be 
soleminzed if either party has a spouse 
living at the time of marriage after the 
Act came in force. If. therefore on the 
evidence it is found that at the time when 
she contracted re-marriage wdth the op- 
ponent, her previous husband Kanji was 
alive and that she had not obtained any 
valid divorce from him, her marriage with 
the opponent would be ab initio void and 
therefore, it would not make her his law- 
fully wedded wife. Consequently it would 
not create between them any rights and 
obligations which must normally arise 
from a valid marriage except such rights 
as are expressly recognised by the Act 
A voidable marriage remains no doubt 
valid and it continues to subsist for all 
purposes unless a decree is passed by the 
Court annulling the same on any of the 
grounds mentioned in Section 12. But 
that would not be so in any case governed 
under Section 11 which declares the 
marriage null and void if it is solemnised 
in contravention of the conditions set out 
in Cls. (i), (iv) and fv) of Section 5 of 
the Act. 

5. The point that arose to be consider- 
ed by the Courts below', therefore, was 
as to whether her previous husband was 
alive and her marriage with him wn.s sub- 
asting at the date of her rc-marri.ago wdtlj 
the opponent The case put up bv the 
applicant was that her prc\-iot!s 
had given divorce to her and her mar.ri.age 
ties no longer subsL'^ted. Both the Courts 
have found on n proper apprccLation of 
the evidence in the csi-se th.al no rudi 
valid divorce had at all trken place be- 
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tween her and her previous hushand 
Kanji and, therefore, she had her pre- 
vious hxisband living at the date when she 
contracted re-marriage with the opponent. 
In fact she doSs not refer to any auch 
divorce between her and her previous 
husband Kanji in her evidence In the case. 
The other evidence consisting of her father 
as also of her witness Batna Naran has 
been fully considered by the Courts below 
and on a proper appreciation thereof they 
have rightly come to the amclusion that 
tte evidence in no way establishes the fact 
about her having obtained divorce from 
her previous husband. That finding can 
hMcQy be challenged In reviaon before 
this ^urt It is, therefore, dear that her 
re-marriage with the opponent which took 
place in al»ut the year 1963 or 1964 was 
not a valid marriage and that way she 
was not the lawfully wedded wife of the 
opponent as contemplated under S. 4S3 (1) 
of the Criminal C. entitling her to 
daim maintenance from the opponent. 

6. An attempt was made by itr. Hath! 
to urge t^t the learned Sevens Judge 
has wrongly ignored the admission about 
her marriage having been admitted by 
the Advocate of the opponent in the etat^ 
ment Bx. 6. It appears that on receipt of 
the notice issued b? the Court to show 
cause why the opponent should not be 
directed to pay maintenance to the ap- 
plicant, the opponent’s advocate 
Vaidya appeared In Court and filed a state- 
ment which does not bear the rignature 
of the o p po n ent and it bears only the 
signature of Mr. Vaidj^ The first part 
refers to his having stated that the appli- 
cant was Ids wile by re-marriage. later 
on it has been stated that she was bound 
to live with him as his Elcda wife. This 
statemenfwas pr epa red by Mr. Vaidya. as 
per the instructic^ of bis client, as his 
evidence shows. It was. therefore, said 
that this admisskiu about the fact of their 
marriage binds the opponent and he can- 
not rSle •tterefrom. Now In the first 
place, I find that the learned Ma^strate. 
had made an endorsement that it has 
been admitted in the proceedings on con- 
dition to obtain the signature thexom of 
the opponent. No such signature was 
theresifter obtained and in view of that 
endorsement it can be easily ruled enrt 
from any conrideration as It cannot be 
on record of the case. Now for the 
purpose of introducing this statement on 
record, it is difficult to see how It could 
not be admitted in evidence In vdew of 
Section 129 or even under Section 128 of 
the Indian Evidence Act As stated by 
me at the outset even Mr. Mankad. the 
learned advocate for the opponent has 
fairly and in fact rightly conceded that 
there can iie no bar in any such state- 
ment being pi^uced and proved as per 
the evidence of Mr. Vaidya recorded la 
the case. The question is as to what pn>- 
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batiye value sbotdd be attached to it In 
the drcumstances of the case. Not only 
the statement has remained to be so 
signed and verified by the opponent but 
on the contrary I find another written 
statement filed at Ibc. 14 in the case 
wherein he has raised all the relevant 
contentions rhalTen^ng the ri^t of the 
complainant to claim maintenance. From 
the proceedings of this case, it appears 
that on that very day Le., on 23-1^1966, 
one Mr. Dave appear^ for the opponent 
and has given an application lor obtain- 
ing time to file the written statement. 
The matter was sdjoumed for that pxir- 
pose to 1&-1-1967. On that day again 
and later on on two subsequent dates 
such as 16-2-1D67 and 29-3-1967 the op- 
ponent’s advocate had obtained time to 
file the written statement and it was 
thereafter that the written statement had 
oome to be filed in the case. Mr. Vaidya 
Was present before the Court on 23-12- 
1966 when he filed the statement, and if 
on that very day, as I said above, another 
advocate Mr. Dave for the opponent had 
also appeared and prayed for time to file 
the written statement in the same case, 
naturally that would have created some 
curiotity In the xolnd of &ir. Vaidya as 
to why time was asked for, particularly 
when he had already prepared and got 
tvped the written statment for being 
filed in the case. Any advocate would 
certainly be expected to safeguard the 
interest of bis client and if his client had 
diosen to engage some other advocate and 
obtain time for filing the written state- 
ment. It would be difficult to understand 
why Mr. Vaidya should haston to put In 
that written statement on the first ^te 
of appearance and that again In his own 
signature only and wiUiotrt the signature 
of his client in the case. The Court had 
also given time to file the written state- 
utent not only once but on three occa- 
dons and it was thereafter that the 
written statement under the sfgnafure of 
the opponent had come to be ^ven. In 
other words, in the absence of the ^na- 
of the opponent in the statement 
med by Jlr. Vaidya Justifies us to hold 
that the opponent may not have agre^ 
to what may have b^n stated toerdn as 
he said in the Court and that he had 
declined therefore to rign the same. "What- 
that be. any such admission con- 
tained In a statement of this character 
cannot inspire any confidence an d it 
Would be risky to rely upon the same. 
After all any such adntission of a fact 
may be relevant and not eonclutive of 
the proof of any sudi fact in the case. 
The party affected thereby bag every 
right to explain away the same he 
had In fact challenged the marriage on 
other grounds, namdr. about the applf- 
lantis husband being alive at the date of 
her re-marriage with the opponent. It 
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may well be that siiffident SnstructJons 
may not have been obtained by him and 
he might have remained imder the im- 
pression that she was the wife of the 
opponent by second maixiage without 
realising at that time about the import- 
ance of the existence of her husband or 
about the absence of any divorce given 
by her previous htisband to her. What- 
ever that be, the evidence in the case 
amply establishes that she had her first 
husband living and that her marriage 
with him was not dissolved by any valid 
divorce. When that was so, her second 
marriage with the opponent was void in 
view of Section 11 read with Section 5(1) 
of the Hindu Marriage Act. The learned 
Sessions Judge was, therefore, right in 
holding that the applicant failed to esta- 
blish that she was the larvfully married 
wife of the opponent so as to entitle her 
to claim maintenance from him under 
Section 488 of the .Criminal Procedure 
Code. 

7. In the resiilt, ihe application fails 
and it is dismissed. 

Eewsion dismissed 


AIR 1970 GUJARAT 141 (V 57 C 21) 

P. N. BHAGWATI, C. J. AND DIVAN, J. 

The Commissioner of Expenditure Tax, 
Gujarat 1, Ahmedabad, Applicant v. Shri! 
AmbaM Sarabhai and others. Respon- 
dents, 

Expenditure Tax Reference No, I of 
1966, D/- 18-9-1968. 

Expenditure Tax Act (1957)» S. 5(a) — ' 
"Occupation” — Meaning of — Profit 
maldng motive not necessary — Tests — 
Comprises any activity which occupies 
time and attention and which is not mo- 
mentary — Engagement in largo number 
of socii and welfare institutions is "occu- 
pation” within meaning of S. 5(a) — 
(Woris and Phrases — "Occupation”). 

The activity of assessee’s wife in at- 
tending meetings of a number of institu- 
tions of social welfare, is "occupation 
within the meaning of S. 5 (a). It is not 
necessary that income or profit motive 
should exist before an activi^’ Y' 

termed a vocation or occupation within 
the meaning of S. 5(a). 

The word "occupation” is a word of 
large and indefinite import and its mean- 
ing is not suscentible of any_ precip or 
definite formulation. No universal test 
can be laid down for determimng when 
an activity amounts to an "occupauon 
and w’hen it does not. But whate^r 
else "occupation" may cornprise. activity 
in a specific lino of endeavour whicn 
engages or occupies time and attention of 
a TCrson and which is carried on with a 
certain amount of co ntinuity or regu- 
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la^ in the sense that it is not "momen- 
tary — not "an isolated or semi-occa- 
sional and temporary adventure” in that 
Ime of endeavour — would certainly con- 
stitute. "occupation”. (Para 5) 

Thus where it was foimd as a fact that 
the assessee’s wife was associated in one 
capacity or another with twenty-four 
different institutions .engaged in social 
Md constructive work, and her activity 
in this particular line of endeavour was 
not momentaiy or in the nature of an 
isolated or semi-occarional adventure but 
it was a continuous regular activity en- 
grossing her whole life, it must be held 
to be her "occupation” within the mean- 
ing of S. 5(a) and it is unnecessary to 
consider whether it also constituted her 
"vocation." AIR 1959 SC 75, Applied: 
AIR 1963 Guj 166, Foil, (Para 6) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1963) AIR 1963 Guj 166 (V 50)= ' 
(1966) 59 ITR 262, Commr. of Ex- 
penditure-Tax V. Mrs. Manorama 
Sarabhai g 

(1959) AIR 1959 SC 75 (V 46)= (1959) 

35 ITR 48, P. Elrishna Menon v. 
Commr. of Income-Tax 2 

(1888) 3 Tax Cas 105, Commrs. of 
Inland Revenue v. Incorporated 
Council of Law Reporting 2 

J. M Thakore, Advocate General in- 
structed by M, G, Doshit of Ws. Bbai- 
shanker Kanga and Girdharlal, for Ap- 
plicant; K. H. Kaji, for Assessee. 

BHAGWATL C. J.:— This Reference 
raises a short question of law relating to 
the applicability of Section 5(a) of the 
Expenditure Tax Act, 1957. The ques- 
tion is whether a certain amount expend- 
ed by the assessee’s wife for the purpose 
of attending meetings of four institutions 
of social welfare is exempt from expen- 
diture tax under that provision. The 
Reference arises out of assessment of the 
assessee as an individual for the assess- 
ment year 1959-60, the relevant account 
year being the financial year 1958-59, 
The assessee’s wife was. during the rele- 
vant year of account, associated in diffe- 
rent capacities v,dth about twenty-four 
institutions and organizations engaged in 
social welfare work and she was also 
connected with certain other institutions 
and organizations with which she bad to 
carry on correspondence during the rele- 
vant year of account Out of these 
twenty-four institutions with which she 
was associated in one capacity or the 
other, there were four whoso meetings 
were held outside Ahmedabad and they 
were (1) Kasturba Gandhi National Me- 
morial Trust (2) National Council of IVo- 
men, (3) Bombay State Vr'elfnre Board, 
and (4) Nutan Bngh Shik.sha Eangh. The 
asscEsoe's wife incurred an axpc-idliure 
of Rs, 5.182.L for attending the meetings 
of these four Institution.^ during the rele- 
vant year of account The esponditure 
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of the assessee’s wife was induded for 
the purpose of computation In the taxable 
expenditure of the assessee under Sec- 
tion 4(ii) and the question therefore arose 
whether the expenditure of Rs. 5,182/- 
Incurred by the assessee’s wife was tax- 
able as expenditure of the assessee or was 
exempt from expenditure tax The as- 
KJssee claimed that this expenditure was 
incurred by his wife wholly and exdu- 
dvelv for the purpose of her vocation or 
occupation of social service carried on by 
her and it was therefore exempt from 
expenditure tax under Section Sfa). The 
Haim to exemption was negative by the 
Expenditure Tax Officer on the grotmd 
that there was no possibilitv of any In- 
come arising from the activity of the 
assessee’s wife and it could not therefore 
be regarded as a vocation or occupation 
within the meaning of Section 5(a). The 
assessee thereupon preferred an appeal 
to the Appellate Assistant Commissioner 
but the Appellate Asastant Commissioner 
took the same view as the Expenditure 
Tax Officer and the appeal was unsuccess- 
ful The assessee then carried the matter 
in appeal to the Tribunal and before the 
Tribune the fortunes were reversed the 
assessee succeeded In establishing his 
claim to exemption under Section 5(a). 
The Tribunal took the view that In order 
that an activity should be a vocation or 
occupation within the meaning of Sec- 
tion 5(a). it was not necessary that there 
should be any element of profit making 
motive in It or that it should be carried 
on by the assessee with intent to make 
profit. The Tribunal pointed out that the 
assessee had furnished a list of various 
Institutions and organizations with which 
his wife was connected In different capa- 
cities and observed that It was therefore 
evident that the assessee's wife was a 
woman dedicated to social and construc- 
tive work and in the rircumstances the 
activity of the assessee's wife must be 
held to be a vocation or cKCUoation of a 
social worker within the meaning of Sec- 
tion 5fa). The Tribunal also held that 
the expenditure in question was Incurred 
by the assessee’s wife In connection with 
her vocation or occupation of a sooal 
worker and the expenditure was there- 
fore exempt from, tar even though in 
carrying on the '.’activity she was not 
actuated by any / profit p:iaking motive. 
The Tribiinal rejected the contention of 
the Revenue that under Section 5(a) the 
only ejmenditure which was eligible to 
exemption was expenditure Incurred by 
the assessee and since the expenditure in 
the present case was an expenditure in- 
curred by the assessee’s wife, no exemp- 
tion could be claimed in respect of it 
under Section 5(a). The Tribunal pointed 
out that It would be highly iniquitous if 
the benefit of the exempting provirions 
contained in Section 5 was held restricted 


only to expenditure actually incimred by 
the assessee and was not extended to ex- 
penditure which, though not actually In- 
curred by the assessee. was yet Includible 
in the taxable expenditure of the assessee. 
Hie Tribunal accordingly held that the 
expenditure Incurred by the assessee’s 
wife was exempt under Section 5(a). This 
view taken by the Tribunal is challenged 
before us In the present Reference made 
at the instance of the Commissioner of 
Expenditure Tax. 

2. Two questions are leferred to us for 
our opinion and they are: 

(1) 'Whether on the facts and circum- 
stances of the case, the Tribunal was 
justified in holding that the activities 
which the wife of ^e assessee was engag- 
ed in amounted to a vocation or occupa- 
tion within the meaning of Section 5(a) 
of the Act? 

(2) Whether on the tacts and In the 
circumstances of the case, the assessee 
was entitled to claim ■ exemption imder 
Sec. S(a) of the Act in respect of the ex- 
penditure incurred by the wife of the 
assessee wholly and exclusively for the 
purpose of her vocation or occupation? 

We may point out at the outset that so 
far as the second question Is concerned, 
the Revenue did not press It and it Is 
therefore not necessary for us to answer 
It The only question argued before us, 
was the first question and that raises the\ 
issue as to whether the activity of the 
assessee’s wife during the relevant year 
of account could be said to be a vocation 
or occupation carried on by her within 
the meaning of Section 5fa). The deter- 
mination of this issue obviously depend 
upon a proper interpretation and applica- 
tion of Section 5(a) and we will therefore 
set out that provision in 'extenso: 

"5. No expenditure-tax shall be pay- 
able under this Act In respect of any such 
expenditure as is referred to in the fol- 
lowing clauses, and such expenditure 
shall not be Included la the taxable ex- 
penditure of an assessee— 

(a) any expenditure, whether in the 
nature of revenue expenditure or capit^ 
expenditure, incurred by the assessee 
, wholly and exdurively for the purpose 
of the business, profession, vocation or 
occupation carried on by him or for the 
purpose of earning income from any other 
source." 

The Revenue contended that in order that 
an activity may be a vocation or occupa- 
tion vathin the meaning of Section 5(a), 
It^must be shown that It was indulged In 
with a motive of making profit; that as 
the activity of social service carried on 
by the a ses s e e's wife was not performed 
with a view to making profit and there 
was no element of profit maVing motive 
in It, the a^essee’s wife could not be said 
to be carrying on a vocation or occupation 
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■within the meaning of that section. The 
Revenue rdied strongly on the context 
in which the words "vocation or occupa- 
tion” occur in the section and particulm- 
ly the iuxtaposition of the words "for 
the purpose of eami^ income from any 
other source” as indicating the legislative 
intent that vocation or occupation must 
^o be an activity calculated to produce 
income. But this contention can no 
longer he accepted in -view of the deci- 
sion of the Supreme Coirrt in P, Krishna 
Menon v. Commr. of Income-Tax, 11959) 
35 ITR 48 = (AIR 1959 SC 75). The as- 
sessee in that case was teaching his dis- 
ciples Vedanta without any motive or 
intention of making profit out of such 
activity and the question was whether in 
the absence of profit making motive or 
intent, the activity could be regarded as 
a vocation. The Supreme Court held: 

" it is not 'the motive of 'the per- 

son doing an act which decides whether 
the act done by him is the carrying on of 
a business, profession or vocation. If any 
biisiness. profession or vocation in fact 
produces an income, that is taxable in- 
come and none the less because it was 
carried on ■without ’the motive of produc- 
ing income. This, we believe, is too well 
established on the authorities now to be 
questioned. It was decided as early as 
1888 in the case of Commrs. of Inland 
Revenue v. Incorporated Coimcil of Law 
Reporting, (1888) 3 Tax Cas 105, 112 
and followed ever since, that 'it is not 
essential to the carrying on of trade that 
the people carrying it on should make a 
profit nor is it even necessary' to the 
carrying on of trade that the people 
carrying it on should desire or ■wish to 
make a profit’ it matters not whe- 

ther that activity is called by the name 
of business, profession, vocation or bv any 
other name or -with what intention it was 
carried on.” 


■wife could not be denied the character of 
vocaUon or occupation merely because 
she was carrying on that activity without 
any motive or intent of earning income. 

4. But the question still remains whe^ 
ther the acti'v’ity of the assessee’s wife 
could be said to constitute vocation or 
occupation -within the meaning of Sec- 
tion 5(a). Now "occupation” is admitted- 
ly a word of much -vuder import than 
"vocation” and if the activity of the as- 
sessee’s -wife falls •within the category of 
"occupation”, it would be unnecessary to 
consider whether it constitutes "vocation" 
as well We •will therefore first consider 
whether the activity of the assessee’s -wife 
could be regarded as an "occupation” 
within the meaning of that term as used 
in Section 5(a). That raises a question: 
what is the true meaning of "occupation” 
in Section 5(a)? Whilst considering this 
question, it is necessary to bear in mind 
that the object of enactment of Expendi- 
ture-Tax Act was to impose an annual 
tax on personal expenditure so that it 
might discourage excessive personal ex- 
penditure and encourage sa-vings. The 
non-personal expenditure incurred by an 
assessee was therefore sought to be ex- 
cluded and that was done by enacti^ 
inter alia the exempting pro\Tsions in 
Section 5. Section 5(a) exempted expen- 
diture incurred by an assessee wholly and 
exclusively for the purpose of business, 
profession, vocation or occupation carried 
on by him or for the purpose of earning 
income from any other source, for such 
expenditure would be clearly non-per- 
sonal expenditure. Now it is significant 
to note that in enacting this exemption, 
the Legislature did not restrict itself to 
the weR-wom formula "business, profes- 
sion or vocation” employed in the In- 
come-Tax Act but enlarged it by adding 
a word of large connotation, namely, 
"occupation”. 'The legislative intent 


This decision of the Supreme Corut was 
given in reference to a question arising 
under the Income-Tax Act but the rea- 
soning on which it is based must apply 
equally to a question arising under the 
Expenditure Tax Act. Moreover, there 
is also a decision of a Division Bench of 
this Court consisting of K. T. Desai, C, J.. 
as he tlien vps, and myself in Commr. of 
E-xpenditure-Tax v. Ivirs. Manorama Sara- 
bhai, (19G6) 59 ITR 262= (AIR 19G3 Gu 3 
ICG) where following the above decision 
of the Supreme Court, we have taken the 
wew that it is not necessary that income 
or profit motive should exist before an 
activity can be termed a vocation or 
occupation within the meaning of^ Sec- 
tion 5fa). We must therefore hold, re- 
jecting the contention of the Revenue, 
that mere absence of profit making mo- 
tive or intent does not lake an acti-vitv 
out of the category of voc-ation or occu- 
pation and the activity of the assessee s 


dearly was to bring ■witliin the scope and 
ambit of the exempting provision non- 
personal expenditure incurred by an as- 
sessee in connection v.ith a much wider 
dass of actirity tiian what would be corn- 
prehended vithin the e:-rprcssion "busi- 
ness, profession or vocation”. The Ee- 
venue also did not dispute this proposi- 
tion and conceded that "occupation” was 
a word of much ■wider si.gnificafion tiinn 
"vocation" which, in its turn, was again 
•wider than "business” or "profession”, 
but the contention of the Revenue v.*as 
that howsoever wide that word might be, 
it did not include •within it activitv ,rucb 
as the one carried on by the p.rri-rsee'a 
v.ife in the present care. 'What then docs 
the. word "occupation” mean? 

5. The decided ca.'^cr illu.rtrnfe the 
futility of attempting a definition of the 
word "occupation”. So vast is tiie rrmge 
of human actirity and so rma 
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varied Its nature that it is wdl-nigh im- 


possible to firid a definition exclu^ve or 
inclusive which will take in all activities 

g g within the matrix of "occupation” 
eave out those whitii do not. The 
"occupation" is a word of large and 
nite import and its meaning Is not 
ptible of anjr precise or defiidte fon- 
tion. No umversal test can be l^d 
. for determining when an activity 
amuunts to an "occupation" and when it 
does not But there are certain features 
which are. in any view of the matter, 
definitely indicative of what is "occupa- 
tion" and they are clearly brought out in 
the discussion of the word "occupation” 
in Corpus Juris Secundum, VoL 67. page 
74. "The word ‘occupation’” says Cor- 
pus Jiais Secundum, "is employed as re- 
ferred to that which occupies tune and 
attention" : it also means "a calling or a 
trade” and then the Corpus Juris Secun- 
dum proceeds to elaborate the meaning 3 
"There is nothing ambiguous about the 
word 'occupation’ as it is used in the sense 
of employing one’s time. It Is a relative 
term, in common use with a well-under- 
stood meaning, and very broad in its 
scope and sig^canee. It la described as 
a generic and very comprehensive term, 
which includes every species of the genus, 
that compasses, the Incidental, as well as 
the main, requliementa of one’s vocation. 
wiPinp or business. The word ‘occupa- 
tion’ is variously defined as meaning the 
principal business of one's life: the prin- 
dpal or usual business in wMdx a man 
engages: that which principally takes up 
one’s time, thought and energies; that 
which occurdes or engages the time and 
attention; ...... that activity In which a 

person Is engaged with the element 

of a degree or pennanancy attached..-...^ 
The word ’occupation’ has reference to 
the principal or regular business of one’s 
life, ...... The word particifiarly refers to 

the vocation, profession, trade, or calling 
in which a person Is engaged for hire or 
for profit, and it has been repeatedly held 
that a person’s principal business and 
chief means of obtaining a livelihood con- 
stitutes his occupation. The term ‘occu- 
pation’ expressed the Idea of continultsr; 
a continuous series in transactions; ......... 

and implies regularity in a specific line of 
endeavour. Furthermore, time is a ne- 
cessary ingredient, and. although It need 
not be protracted, it must not be momea- 
toy. As generally understood, the term 
does not include an isolated or semi-occa- 
doi^ and temporary adventure In ano- 
ther line of endeavour, and does not ex- 
ted to acts and duties which we riinply 
inddents connected with the daily life...... 

A person may engage in more than one 

occupation, or be may engage in two 

occupations at the same time, as where 
he carries on Ms dfief occupation and 
also another as a side line.” 


It may be debatable whether the Idea of 
continmty or regularity is a necessary 
Ingredient of the concept of "occupation" 
and If so what degree of regularity or 
continuity is requisite to qualify an acti- 
vity for coming within the category of 
“occupation”. But one thing is clear that 
whatever else "occupation" may com- 
prise, activity in a spedfic line of endea- 
vour which engages or occupies time and 
attention of a person and which is carried 
on with a certain amount of contin\fity or 
regularity in the sense that it is not ‘Mo- 
mentary’’ — not "an isolated or semi- 
occasioTia] and temporary adventure” In 
that line of endeavotir — would certainly 
constitute "occupation”. Applying this 
test to the facts found by the Tribunal, 
the activity of the assessee’s wife must 
be held to be her "occupation”, 

6. The Tribunal found as a fact 
that the assessee's wife was assodated in 
one capadty or another with twenty-four 
different ui^tutions engaged in sodal 
and constructive work: she was a Vice- 
President in some of the institutions, a 
trustee and treas\irer in some others and 
a member of the mana;tiog committee In 
the rest; she was also devoting her time 
and attention to the care and management 
of Kasturba Sevalaya, Sardamagar, Ah- 
medabad which is a borne for unattached 
women and children and old and infirm 
men. The Tribunal on the basis of these 
facts held that the assessee’s wife was a 
woman who had dedicated her life to 
sodal and constructive work. The asses- 
see’s wife was thus engaged hi sodal and 
constructive work and her activity in 
this particular line of endeavour was not 
momentary or in the nature of an isolated 
or semi-occasional adventure but it was 
a continuous regular activity engrossing 
her whole life; she waS "dedicated to 
eodal and constructive work”. The acti- 
vity of the assessee’s wife was not an 
Isolated or stray activity in the field of 
sods] BJtd coastivetive xmik, nae an acti- 
vity indulged in by way of hobby to 
utilise her leisure, hours but it was a 
serious pursuit to-wfaich she had dedicat- 
ed her life and It must therefore be held 
to be her "occupation” withhj the mean- 
ing of Section 5(a). In this view, it be- 
comes unnecessary to consider whether it 
also constituted her "vocation” within the 
meaning of that section. 

7. Our answer to the first question 
therefore i3_ that the Tribunal was justi- 
fied in holding that the activity In which 
the assessee’s wife was engaged amounted 
to an "occupation” within the m^apfrig 
of Section 5(a). The Coinitfisdoner will 
pay the costs of the Reference to the 
Bssessee, 

Reference answered. 
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before us that the petitioners were gihlty 
of laches for having^ surrendered to the 
jurisdiction of the company and having 
accepted employment under the company 
as far back as 1963 when the company was 
set up it was too late in the day to com- 
plain about the terms and conditions of 
ttieir service about five years after they 
had started working imder the company. 
9ilie learned counsel therefore submitted 
that on the groimd of laches alone the 
petition was liable to be dismissed. 

5. Before entering into the merite of 
the arguments advanced by the parties it 
may be necessary to settle a slight conteo- 
versy raised by the parties to the petition. 
Whiie the petitioners have categorically 
asserted in their petition that they were 
permanent employees of the Sericulture 
Department, having been shown &om year 
to year in the civil list and provision hav- 
ing been made for these posts in the 
departmental budget, this allegation 
has not been categorically demed by 
the State in its affidavits _ who has 
in a most dexterous fashion tried to deny 
this allegation and has given more or 
less an evaisive answer, "^e State m its 
affidavit says that the petitioners are em- 
ployees of the company, but does uot ^y 
tiiat before the company came to be esta- 
blished the petitioners w^e not permm- 
ent employees of the Seiicultoe Depart- 
ment of the Government Furthermore the 
State has not produced the service rewr^ 
or the service books of the petitioners to 
show that they were not permanent 
employees of the Government. 

The manner in which they ^ 

the averment regarding 
being permanent servants of the Gov 
meht may be quoted as under: 

"Averments made in para 1 of 
tion are admitted to tj^ extmt ffiat the 
petitioners are the 

the residents of Jammu & of 

It is denied that they, are the officers ^ 
the Jammu & Kashmir 
partment. Hegarding the ^ 

staff there are no names 
whom it refers nor have their p^a^ 
been given and in the absence of th ^ p 
ticulars no reply can be giv^^ . f 
ther submitted that the averment is not 

admitted.” 

6. It will be noticed from the 

ments quoted above that the to 

the Industries Department 

Kashmir who has given 7^ 

not chosen to deny categoncally toat 

petitioners were ever peim^nt 

es of the Government. i.Ir. 

the course of his ar^ments ffid nm son 

ously contest the aUegation of ^ 

tioners that they w-erc 

ployees of the Sericulture Dcpartm-nt oi 
ffie Government, ^^^lat the --ecretao* to 
the Department of Industries has said m 
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Ms affidavit is that at the time when the 
affidavit was given, the petitioners were 
not officers of the Jammu & Kashmir 
Government Department. In other words 
the State has practically a dmi tted impli- 
edly that before the formation of the com- 
pany the petitioners were permanent em- 
ployees of the Government. 

7. Mr. Chagja further submitted that 
the respondent 3 being the Managii^ 
Director of the Company no writ will lie 
against him. This position was, however, 
conceded by Mr. Asoka Sen appeming forj 
the petitioners who confined his reliefj 
only against the first respondent which 
is the State of Jammu & Kashmir. 

8. For these reasons we are constrain- 
ed to hold that on the materials before us 
it has been proved beyond any shadow of 
doubt that the petitioners were permanent; 
employees of the Government working in 
the Sericulture Department before the 
existence of the J. & K. Industries Ltd. 
Company. 

9. We would now examine the conten- 
tions raised by the counsel for the peti- 
tioners. To begin with, there can be no 
doubt that the petitioners were perma- 
nent Government employees of the Seri- 
culture Department and the names of the 
first two petitioners are mentioned in the 
civil list of the years prior to 1962. For 
instance in the civil list of 1962 dated 
1-1-62 at pages 174 and 178 Mr. Kaul peti- 
tioner No. 2 has been mentioned as hav- 
ing entered the service on 18-1-1999 (Bik- 
rami) and promoted as Dy. Director on 
19-3-61. The position of this petitioner 
prior to the formation of the company is 
ehown on 19-3-1961. Similar is the entry 
with regard to petitioner I Ghulam Qadir 
who is shown on 1-6-62 as Offg. Dy. Di- 
rector. In these circumstances therefore 
we have now to see if by virtue of the im- 
pugned nofification the conditions of ser- 
vice of the petitioners were affected to 
their prejudice or whether or not the 
effect of the notification was to terminate 
their services and constitute them into an 
absolutely new entity. 

In this connection the first argument 
advanced by Mr. Sen was that there was 
nothing in the order of the then Sadar- 
i-Riyasat or in the Articles of Assoaa- 
tion or in the Memorandum of Assoaalion 
to authorize the Government to, change 
the conditions of service of tiie p-atitioners, 
who'^e Eciwices were entrusted to the com; 
pany. The order creating tlie J & K 
Industries to be govcrmto by a Board of 
Directors is dated 3-10-63 and runs as 
folloi\-s : — 

"Sanction ts accorded to the formation 
of company xinder the J &r K ComP.inics 
Act. I'^^T fo!" naming of the Indus- 
trial 'undertaldngs mcmtioncd, in the 
cjmcxure of this order. The articles and 
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memorandom of assodation of the eaid 
company as per annexture to this order 
are also approved and it is directed that 
these be registered under Jaozmu and 
Kashmir Companies Act, 1997”. 

10. It is true that there is nothing in 
this order which authorizes the Govern- 
ment to change the terms and conditions 
of service of the petitioners, nor does it 
empower the administration of the com- 
pany to interfere with the conditions of 
service of the petitioners. Mr. Sen drew 
oim attention to Article 89 of the Arti- 
cles of Assodatioa which runs thus:— - 

"Notwithstanding anything contained 
m any of these Articles the Sadar-i-Riya- 
sat may from time to time issue such 
directives or instructions as he may think 
fit in regard to the company, and the 
Directors shall dvdy comply with and 
give effect to such directives or instruc- 
tions.” 

It was submitted by Mr, Sen that while 
this Article authorizes the Sadar-i-Riyasat 
to i^ue directions regarding the finances, 
conduct of business and affairs of the 
company, it does not ^ve the 
Sadar-l-Riyasat any autbority to Inter- 
fere t^th or alter the conditions of ser- 
vice of employees of the Sericulture 
Department whose services were placed 
at the disposal of the company. In our 
opinion the cootention raised by the 
learned counsel lor the petidoners Is 
sound and must prevalL Article 89 
(Supra) does not contain any power which 
Is given to the Sadar-l-Riyasat to alter 
the ccmditicms of service of the petitioners 
who were entrusted to the company. 

Nevertheless the Sadar-i-Riyasat being 
tile fountain ol all powers had a consti- 
tutional right to make rules or to amend 
the Jammu and Kashtnir Civil Service 
Rides or to alter the service conditions of 
the petitioners unilaterally without their 
consent. In ezerciang such a power It 
iraj /kV j ^ scssssjt ' lhaf the 
sat ^otdd have been authorised by the 
company or by the Articles of Associa- 
tion. iWthermore in issuing SRO. 36 
dated 11-2-66 we do not think that the 
Sadar-i-Riyasat purported to act under 
any provision of the Articles of Assoda~ 
tion. but he acted under the general rule- 
making powers mven to him tinder Sec- 
tion 124 of the State Constitution. To 
what extent these rules are valid b of 
course a different matter. 

Mr. Sen further drew our attention, to 
Article 73 (5) of the Articles ol Associa- 
tion which runs as under:— 

"Without prejudice to the general 
powers conferred by the last preceding 
Articles, and the other powers conferred 
by these Articles, the Directors shall ex- 
erdse the following powers with the sanc- 
tion of the Sadar-i-^yasat. that b to say, 
powers to appoint and promote and at 
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ihelr discretion, remove, retire or suspend 
such managers, secretaries, officers, clerks, 
agenb or servants, for permanent, tempo- 
rary or special services as they may. from 
time to time, think fit and to determine 
their powers and duties and fix their 
salaries or emolumenb and to require 
security in such instances and to such 
amount as they think fit provided that no 
appointment the ma-fimiim pay of which 
b Its. 2000 or more mensem shall be 
made without the prior approval of the 
Sadar-i-RiayBaL” 

11. It was submitted that under this 
sub-clause of Article 73 the Directors 
with the sanction of the Sadar-i-Rayasat 
had been given specffic powers regarding 
appointment, promotion, etc., of the ser- 
vants of the company, but even this clause 
does not empower the company to alter 
the conditions of service of the peti- 
tioners. Even if this be so. the obsova- 
tioDS made with respect to Article 89 
equally apply to this Article also. The 
question lor determination in the present 
case b not the incompetency of the com- 
pany to alter the conditions of service of 
the petitioners, but.it relates to the com- 
petepcy of the Government to change the 
conditions of service of Gcvemment ser- 
vants by violating their statutory 'and 
constitutional safeguards. The argument 
advanced by Mr. Sen on thb score b 
therefore, rejected. 

12. Another Important contention rais- 
ed by hir. Sen which requires serious 
consideration b the application of legal 
prindpies laid down in Nokes v. Doncas- 
ter Amalgamated Collieries, (1940) AC 
1014 at page lOlB =» (1940) 3 All EB 549 
at page 553., In thb case Viscount Simon 
who spoke for the House of Lords observ- 
ed as follows:— * 

after weighing the reasoning 

Id those judgmenb and the arguments 
presented at the bar of thb House, I have 
cccae A? flw coiic^asha that omtcacts cf 
personal service are not automatically 
transferred by an order under Sec- 
tion 154. 

X X X X X z 

X X X X X X 

The truth b that many contracts are not 
capable of being dealt with by the method 
said, to be ioiulved in the language of 
Section 154. For example, what would 
become of a contract which remunerates 
a manager with a share of the profits rf 
a constituent undertaking, or a contract 
with a medical man to attend the servanb 
of a company at a fixed tot^ fee? Such 
contracts cannot be dealt with simply 
by substituting a new employer for the 
old fcr the nature of the contract neces- 
sarily depends upon the old employer 
continuing to be a contracting party, and 
any change of employer gives the co ntr act 
an entirely new meaning,”. 
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The ratio decidendi in this case was that 
where a servant entered into a written 
contract with the company his service 
could not be transferred to another^ com- 
pany' by the owner unilaterally without 
Sie consent of the servant. 


What happened in that case was that 
the appellant had entered into a written 
contract of service with a company and 
served as a coal miner. On Jime 4, 1937 
an order was made under S. 54 of the 
Companies Act transferring to the_ res- 
pondent company the property, rights, 
and liability of the colliery company 
which stood dissolved under S. 153 of the 
Act. The appellant appeared to have 
absented himself without suffident cause 
and the respondent company having sus- 
tained a loss brought an action under the 
Employers and Workmen Act. Their Lord- 
ships held that a transfer of the assete 
and liabilities of the Company by itself 
would not operate as a toansfer of the 
service contracts entered into by the 
ployees of the previous company wmch 
were not capable of being transferred. 


13. In the present case if what was 
done in 1940 AC 1014=1940-3 AH ER 549 
(supra) was sought to be done by the 
K Industries Company by virtue of the 
impugned notification, then the case would 
have been directly in point. We, however, 
do not t hink that the services of the peti- 
tioners were transferred to the company 
without any reservations. What happen- 
•ed was that the services of the petitioners 
were entrusted with the company, to 
start with on the same terms and c^di- 
tions. and subsequently it was the Gov- 
ernment itself and not the company which 
altered the conditions of sennce the 
status and other benefits enjoyed by the 
petitioners to their preiudice and ^without 
their consent. The sole question for 
deteimination is as to whether the Gov- 
ernment was competent to do ttas. m 
these circumstances therefore the 

principles enunciated in the case, 

1940 AC 1014=1940-3 All ER 549 (supra) 
may be a valuable guide to us m aeter- 
mining the validity of the action of tm 
Government it would not be on all fours 
with the facts of the present case; it may 
be necessary to reproduce the enture note 
6 in order to imderstand its legal impli- 
cations. 

"Service in the companies set up undOT 
Companies Act and wholly ov,med by 
Government should not be treated as 
foreign .service for the pmppse of Crant of 
deputation allowance. So far as J. A K 
Industries are concerned there « 

larjrc number of employees from ^bo In- 
dustrial concerns who were not ^^btlcd 
to pcnsionaiT benefits and those ^boui 
novv bo treated as the employees of J. A 
K Indu-strics Ltd. Some fevv cmployi^ 
^ erstwhile Sericulture Department vy.no 
were entitled to pensionary benefits should 


also likewise be treated as employees of 
J. & K. Industries and their pension shar- 
ed by the Government and the Company 
under rule of proportion. In these cir- 
cumstances no deputation allowance shall 
be permissible. There are, however, 
some Government servants who have 
been sent on deputation to these compa- 
nies who will continue to be governed ay 
the terms of deputation already sanc- 
tioned. 

In future individual cases of grant of 
deputation allowance may, however, be 
examined in their own merit in accord- 
ance with the broad principles laid down 
as imder: — 

(i) A deputation or duty allowance 
may be considered where the circum- 
stances of the posting of the person con- 
cerned sugge^ considerable personal 
inconvenience or additional expenditure, 
e.g., having to work at an out of the way 
place where he normally would not have 
been required to work, or 

(ii) Where a person has to be selected 
very carefully for a particular post in 
view of the nature of its responsibilities 
and duties and some recognition of the 
fact in the form of a suitable allowance 
would be merited. 


(iii) It should be accepted as a general 
rule that all deputationists must be con- 
sidered for promotion in their parent 
Organization should a vracancy occur. In 
such event if they are suitable they should 
be given the promotion and the Corpora- 
tion should either be required to give 
them the additional pay or to return the 
official to their parent organization. 


(iv) There should be no objection to a 
deputationisl receiving promotion while 
on deputation. Such promotion however, 
shall not confer any rights in the matter 
of compensation or emoluments on return 
to the parent organization." 


Serious exception has been taken to tlie 
first part of note 6 which seeks to treat 
tlie petitioners as employees of the J. & 
K- Industries from the date of the said 
notification. It would appear that tliere 
is some amount of inconsistency between 
the first and the second part of note C it- 
selL While the first part clearly men- 
tions that service in the companies set 
up imder tlie Companies Act and whollv, 
owned by the Government (which in- 
cludes the present company) should not 
be treated as foreign service for tlie pur- 
pose of grant of deputation allowance, yet 
the second part says that employees of 
erstv,’hile Sericulture Department who 
were entitled to pcn.donary bcjaefits 
slsould be treated as cmploycc-S of the 
J & K. Industries. Thus while for the 
purpose of deputaUon allowance the rer- 
vnnts of the company v.-ould not be deem- 
ed to bo in foreign service but would Lo 
Government serv'ants, in otlier rc-spccts. 
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they would be deemed to be emplojrees ct 
the company and not of the Government, 
Ko rational basis for this dassificatioa 
appears to have been made out either in 
the amended rule incorporated in note 6 
or in the afBdavits filed by the State. 

14. The matter does not stop here. IC 
Is provide that the employees of the 
erstwhile Sericxjlture Department who 
were entitled to pensionary benefits 
should al^ likewise be treated as em- 
ployees of the J, & E. Industries. This 
part of the nfie applies to the petidoners 
and changes their status from that of 
Government servants to servants of a 
limited company. The petitioners by 
virtue of this change appear to have been 
deprived of the following important aafei 
guards, privileges and emoluments. 

(a) By being treated as employees of 
the company they have lost the safe- 
guards granted to Government servants 
under S. 126 of the State Constltirt^ 
because they ceas^ to be in the service 
of the State by force of tto rule. 

(b) They will not be entitled to the 
revised dearness allowance from Novem- 
ber 1967 like other Government servants 
but were to get the same only from Janu- 
ary 1968. 

(c) The petitioners would be deprived 
of the revised grades of Government ser- 
vants following the recommendation of 
the Pay Commission implemented on 
27-2-1963 and subsequent revidon of 
grades If any. 

(d) By being treated as servants of the 
company the moment the company Is 
liquidated their services would stand 
terminated. 

15. These are the disadvantages and 
handicaps from which the petitioners have 
suffered by virtue of the Impugned noti- 
fication. 

16. We have now to see as to what & 
the efiect of the Government order. It Is 
tnie that it is open to the Government to 
change the conditions of service of the 
petitioners from time to time unilaterally 
and without th^ consent, as held by the 
Simreme Court in Roshan Ijal v. Union of 
India, AIR 1967 SC 1889 at p. 1894 where 
their Lordships observed as follows: — 

‘"The emoluments of the Government 
servant and his term of service are gov- 
erned by statute or statutory rules which 
may be unilaterally altered by the Gov- 
ernment without the consent of the em- 
ployee.” 

17. It is. however , one thing to alter 
the conditions of service of a Govern- 
ment servant fr om time to time and quite 
a different thing to terminate his services 
alt£«ether or to convert the nature of Ms 
service from one form to another result- 
ing in a complete transfoimation of the 
character of the service. 


IS. la the iastanf case If the peti- 
tioners are to be treated as employees of 
the company the character and nature of 
their service Is completely changed and 
they would cease to enjoy the immunity 
and protection given to them by S. 126 
of the State Constitution; and If a Gov- 
ernment servant who is entitled to pro- 
tection under S. 126 is suddenly deprived 
of this protection without any notice 
then such an action cannot but be held 
to be either as a termination of his ser- 
vice or a reduction in rank. Secondly as 
pointed out above, a Government servant 
has certain advantages over a private 
servant Government service is a statu- 
tory contract and is governed by statu- 
tory rules and constitutional safeguards 
and therefore there is a sense of security 
both in the character and in the tenure 
of service. It is not a matter of insigni- 
ficance that a person who enjoys this 
security loses It by one stroke of pen. and 
this is what has happened to the peti- 
tioners in the present The peti- 

tioners have ceased to be Government 
servants and have beojme private servants 
of the company Dvemight, with the result 
that prior to the passing of the Govern- 
ment order their service could not have 
been terminated without giving notice to 
them tmder S. 126 of the State Constitu- 
tion but after the pasting of the order 
they co;tid be dismissed at a moment's 
notice without complying with the provi- 
^ns of S. 126. 

Apart from this basic loss, the peti- 
tioners have also suffered finaTiriai loss in 
emoluments inasmuch as they would no 
teger enjoy the grades which are revised 
from time to time either due to rise in 
prices or on the recommendatira of the 
Pay Commission. The mere fact that 
their present emoluments have not under- 
gone any change and that they would be 
entitled to the same penrionary benefits 
can hardly compensate the loss which the 
Petitioners have suffered by virtue of the 
impugned order. In thtg connection we 
y igbt notice an arguiuent which was put 
forward by Mr. Chagla that the Sericul- 
tiire Department was abolished with the 
fprmtion of the J. & K. Industries Into a 
limited company. In this connection Mr. 

quoted Art. 207 of the KCSR 
which runs thxis:— 

*Tf an ofBcer is selected for discharge 
owing to the abolition of his permanent 
Post he shall, unless he is apixjinted to 
another post the conditions of which are 
deemed to be at least equal to of 

his own, have the option. 

(a) of ta k i n g any compensation, pension 
or gratuity ^to whidi he may be entitled 
tor the service he has render^ or 

(b) of accepting another appointment 
eo ^ch pay as may. be offered and con- 
tinuing to count his previoixs service for 
pension.” 
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This argument runs against the propor- 
tion adumbrated by Mr. Chagla because 
there is no allegation in the reply of the 
State or in any of the annexures filed by 
it tiiat before transferring the service of 
the petitioners to the company or before 
pasrng the impugned notification tte 
petitioners were notified of th^ being 
discharged from service and ^ven an 
option either to take compensation or to 
opt to be appointed imder the company. 
Indeed if tihe procedure laid down in 
Art. 207 of the KCSR would have been 
followed the petitioners would have had 
no grievance. This procedure was, how- 
ever not followed and this is an addi- 
tional reason which invalidates the im- 
pugned order. Note 6 is at the most a 
supplementary rule and it cannot over- 
ride a specific and substantive provision 
contained in Art. 207 of the KCSR. It 
follows therefore that if the petitioners 
services are terminated and they are 
transferred to some other company, then 
such action is contrary to the provisions 
of Art 207 which has not only a statu- 
tory force, but is also backed by the 
authority of the Constitution inasmuch ^ 
the rules framed have been saved by the 
Constitution. Th\is we are in agreement 
with the argument of the learned counsd 
for the petitioners that the mpugned 
notification contained in note 6 is de^ly. 
violative of S. 126 of fte ^^e Con^- 
tution and is also hit by Art. 207 of the 
KCSR quoted above. On ^ this ^ound 
alone the aforesaid notification so ^ 
jit affects the petitioners is mtitled to, be 
Istruck down as being invalid. 

19, We might now refer to some 
authorities in support of the view that we 
have taken in the present case, 

20. In the celebrated case of 
shotam Lai Dingra v. Umon of Indi^ 
air 1958 SC 36 it was clearly pomted 
out that where a Government servant h^ 
a right to a post or to a rank under the 
terms of employment or the rules gov- 
erning the conditions of service, then 
termination of such serwce or of reduc- 
tion to a lower post attracis at once 
Art 311 of the Constitution of India, in 
other words this case clearly lays down 
tliat whenever the service _ of a perma- 
nent Government servant is ten^at^ 
or his ranlc is reduced, it is hit by Art 311 
of the Constitution of In^a wjich cor^ 
ponds to S. 126 of the State Constimtiom 
and no such termination or reducaon m 
mnk can take place without giving a re^ 
Eonable opporhimty to tiie wncernM 
OTPloyee to show cau.so regarding the 
action proposed to be taken i^mnsl hi^ 

21 In Sr 19G7 All 197 ..Kidar Naih 
V. State of U.P. the same view is ex- 
pressed. 

22 In a later case of the Supremo 

Bam Delm v. General 


Manager N. E, Erontier Rly., AIR 1964 
SC 600 it was clearly pointed out that 
the termination of the services of a per- 
manent civil servant otherwise than by 
operation of superannuation, retirement 
etc. amoimted to removal within the 
meaning of Art 311 of the Constitution 
of India. In this connection their Lord- 
ships observed as follows: — 

"The question which arises for our deci- 
aon in the present appeals is: if the ser- 
vice of a permanent civil servant is termi- 
nated otherwise than by operation of the 
rule of superannuation, or the rule of 
compulsory retirement does such termi- 
nation amount to removal under Arti- 
cle 311 (2) or not? It is on this aspect of 
the question that the controversy be- 
tween the parties arises before us 

A person who substantively holds a per- 
manent post has a right to continue in 
service, subject of course, to the rule of 
superannuation and the rule as to com- 
pulsory retirement. If, for any other 
reason, that right is invalid and he is ask- 
ed to leave his service, and termination 
of his sendee must ineidtably mean the 
defeat of his right to continue in service 
and as such it is in the nature of a penalty 
and amounts to removak In other words, 
termination of the service of a permanent 
servant otherwise than on the ground of 
superannuation or compulsory retirement 
must per se amount to his removal and 
so. if by R. 148 (3) or R. 149 (3) such a 
termination is brought about, the Rule 
dearly contravenes Art. 311(2) and must 
be held to be invalid,” 

23. The aforesaid decisions of the 
Supreme Court dearly show that any 
rule which amounts to a termination of 
the service of a permanent Government 
servant without complying with the re- 
quirements of Art 311(2) of the Constitu- 
tion of India (S. 126 of the State Consti- 
tution) is inv^d. This decision, in our 
opinion, applies with full force to the 
facts of the present case where the first 
Part of note 6 seeks to terminate the ser- 
vices of the petitioners as Government 
servants without at all complying with 
the requirements of S, 126 of the State 
Constitution, 

24. Tiie aforesaid case of the Supreme 
Court was noticed in a recent Full Bench 
case of the Court in Abdul Khalik %•. State 
of J. & K. AIR 1965 J & K 15 (FB) where 
it was hdd that a permanent post could 
not be n^lished without complying with 
the requirements of S. 12G of the Skate 
Constitution. In this coso their Lord- 
ships of the Full Bench held as followr;— > 

*J.Toroovcr It seems to us that so far 
n permanent scia'ant is concerned, tho 
moment his service Is terminated c-xcent 
by way of compulsory retirement u.nder 
n valid rule or by operation of the rule of 
Btn>ernnnuation, the termination would 
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amount per se to removal from seiricei 
The question of his conduct does not come 
into the picture at all. In fact the lan- 
^age of S. 126 of the State Constitution 
which is the same as in Art. 311 of the 
Constitution of India, does not refer to 
any conduct of the employee concerned. 
All that S, 126 of the State Constitution 
says is that the employee must be given 
a reasonable opportunity to show cause 
against any action proposed to be taken 
agmnst Even if the sendee of a 
permanent servant is terminated os the 
abolition of a post, it is certainly an 
action, and a very serious action which 
has been taken against the servant and 
hence the provisions of S. 126 of the State 
Constitution are clearly invoked Here, 
in fact, lies the essential difference be- 
tween the status of a temporary servant 
and that of a permanent servant In the 
case of the former, S. 126 of the State 
Constitution or Art 311 of the Constitu- 
tion of India would not be attracted, un- 
less his termination Is by way of punish- 
ment or penalty and in the case of the 
Utter, however the very removal per se 
would amount to punishment provided 
the termination is not by way of retire- 
ment or by operation of the rule of super- 
annuation,. 

In the present demoeratlc set up. it is 
necessary for the State to ensure the 
safety and security of Its servants and 
that is why the servants have been 
guaranteed protection by the Constitu- 
tion. It it is held that the Government 
or the authority concerned has an abso- 
lute right to abolish the post without 
complv^g with the procedure laid down 
in Art. 311 of the Indian Constitution or 
S. 126 of the State Constitution, it be 
giving the Govenunent or the authority 
concerned very wide and uncanaiised 
powers which are capable of beiilg mis- 
used at one time or the other. The right 
of a permanent servant to hold the p^ 
Is a very valuable right and any for- 
feiture or extinction of this right must in 
the very nature of things attract the pro- 
tection afforded to the servants under 
S. 126 of the State Constitution,” (See 
page 21 of the Reports). 

25. One of us was a party to the afore- 
said decision and spoke for the court in 
the case. It is mamlest from a conri- 
deratioD of the aforesaid authorities that 
the right of a permanent servant being 
a very valuable right and "being safe- 
guarded by a constitutional provirion, the 
appointing authority cannot put an end 
to this right by stultifying and bypasring 
the constitutional provisions and thus 
striking a death-blow to the safety and 
security of service which a permanent 
Government servant possesses. 

26. To the same effect is the derision 
In Divisional Personnel Officer, Southern 
Rly- Mysore v. Raghavendrach^, Am 


r. State (AH C J.) 'A- LB. 

3966 SC 1529 where their Lordships of 
the Supreme Ctourt held as follows:— 

“One test for determining whether the 
termination of service was by way of 
punishment or otherwise is to ascertain 
wdiether under the service Rules but for 
such termination the servant has the 
right to hold the post” 

Even if it be assumed for the sake of 
argument that the transfer of the peti- 
tioners to the company does not amount 
to termination of their service or removal 
Srom service there can be do doubt that 
In view of the radical changes brought 
about by the impugned notification in the 
terms or conditions of service, the rank 
and position, the emoluments and the 
privileges enloyed by the petitioners, to 
the detriment and to the prejudice of the 
petitioners, is t^tamoimt at least to their 
reduction in rank within the meaning of 
Seetton 126 of the State Constitution. In 
these circumstances therefore the impugn- 
ed notification is invalid as being bit by 
&. 126 of the State Constitution. 

We are fortified in our view by a ded- 
don of the Supreme Court in Shitia Sahal 
V. N. E. Rly.. Gorakhpur. AIR 1966 SC 
1197 at p. 1199 where their Lordships ob- 
aerved as follows;— 

“If a dvil servant has a right to a partl» 
cular rank, then the veiy reduction from 
that rank will operate as a penal^, for 
he will then lose the emoluments and 
privileges of that rank.” 

27. The law in America also appears 
to be the same. In VoL LVI of the 
Corpus Juris Secundum certain valuable 
prindples are laid down which afford 
Valuable guidelines for us to determine 
the issues In this case.- At page 412 
(Art. 31) it has been observed tot in the 
absence of a statute to the contrary, an 
employment for an indefinite term may 
be terminated at the will of either par^, 
regardless of the length of service. It is 
further observed tot this rule is follow- 
ed notwithstanding the fact that the con- 
tract of employment provides for pay- 
ment at a daily, weekly, monthly or year- 
ly rate. 

Similarly at page 414 (Art. 31) the 
following observations appear: — 

"As a general rule employment con- 
tracts which in some form purport to 

provide for permanent employment 

are terminable at will by either psirty 
where they are not supported by any 
oonstderation other than tie obligation of 
service to be performed on tie one hand 
and wages or salary to be paid on tie 
other." 

Another pertinent observation is to be 
found at page 421 which appears to be 
directly In point. This observation Is as 
follows; — 

"Where the master disposes of his 
business to another without notifying the 
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servant of the change and the latter con- 
feues his services tiiereafter, the master 
.is liable for the servant’s wages as long 
as he remains without notice, and know- 
ledge by the employee of the negotiations 
which resulted in the disposal of the busi- 
ness will not release the employer from 
such liability. 

X X ■ X 

X X 

"The mere forming of a corporation by 
an employer and the use of the corporate 
name in the business for which he has 
hired the servant do not terminate the 
employment, where there is otherwise no 
change in the manner of conducting the 
business and the employer continues to 
be the real owner.” (See Art. 34). 

28. The effect of this observation is 
that by the mere fact that the Sericxil-^ 
tmre Department was constituted into a 
corporate body would not ipso facto 
put an end to the service of the employee 
nor would the real owner be absolved 
from his responsibilities. Note 6 in the 
instant case, however, seeks to change 
the owner and takes away the rights 
which, are vested in the employee^ and 
thus it clearly amounts to termination of 
his service or for that matter an unlaw- 
ful termination on that accoimt 

29. The conclusion deducible from 
the first para of the observations at page 
421 (quoted above) is that where there is 
a change of masters a consequent change 
in the conditions of the service of an 
employee cannot be made without notice 
to or without the consent of the employee 
concerned. Note 6. as indicated above, 
seeks to bring about a radical change in 
the terms and conditions of the service 
of the petitioners without notice to them 
and without obtaining their consent For 
these reasons the only inference that can 
be drawn is that on the date of the im- 
pugned order, by altering the character 
of the petitioners from Government em- 
ployees to employees of the company, 
their services were terminated and this 
could not be done without resorting to 
the procedure laid down in S. 12G of the 
State Constitution as also in Art. 207 of 
the KCSR. 

30. "Mr. Sen drew our attention to the 
fact that the impugned notification con- 
tained in note 6 apart from violating 
Art. 207 of the KCSR is also inconsisteiR 
witli Rr. IG. 16-A, IS, 37. 3(-A and 3;-H 
and a host of other rule.s. In view of our 
clear finding that note 6 is wolaUve of 
S 126 of the State Con-stitution and there- 
fore invalid, it is not necessary for us 
to examine thi-s particular argument rais- 
ed by tlie learned counsel for the peti- 
tiono'r< We might, however, mention the 
fact that what is stnick down as invalid 
and ns amounting to terminating the ecp- 


vice of the petitioners is only the follow- 
ing part of note 6: — 

"Some few employees of erstwhile 
Sericulture Department who were en- 
titled to pensionary benefits should also 
likewise be treated as employees of J. & 
K. Industries and their pension shared 
by the Government and the Company, 
imder rule of proportion.” 

31. Before closing this part of the 
case, it may be necessary for us to exa- 
mine the validity of the argument put 
forward by Mr. Chagla. Mr. Chagla sub- 
mitted that since the department of Seri- 
culture itself was abolished and the peti- 
tioners were in the service of the Com- 
pany, the abolition of their posts has not 
resulted in any prejudice to the peti- 
tioners. This argument fails to consider 
the amount of mischief that has been 
caused by the objectionable part of note 
6 as pointed out above. The argument i 
further ignores the fact that if the inten- 
tion of pie Government was to abolish 
the services of the petitioners and absorb 
them elsewhere, then it was incumbent 
on the Government to have adopted the 
procedure laid down in Art 207 of the 
KCSR by giving option to the petitioners 
either to take compensation or to be ab- 
sorbed in the service of the company on 
the terms and conditions mentioned (a 
note 6. No such procedure was adopted, 
but by one stroke of pen the posts of the 
petitioners were abolished. Furthermore, 
such an action on the part of the Gov- 
ernment violates S. 126 of the State Con- 
stitution as pointed out above, since Mr. 
Chagla himself admitted that by virtue of 
note 6 the posts held by the petitioners 
stood abolished. 

32. Another important ground on 
W'hich the impugned notification was at- 
tacked by the learned counsel for the 
petitioners was that it was wolative of 
Art. 16 of the Constitution of India, as 
only one set of Government servants 
namely those belonging to the Sericulture 
Department were selected for hostile dis- 
crimination by being treated as sorx-ants 
of the company, whereas the Government 
sers’ants of other departments did not 
suffer from these handiaaps. Secondly it 
was pointed out that the distinction sought 
to be drawn by note 6 between an em- 
ployee entitled to pensionary benefits and 
non-pensionary benefits was neither rea- 
sonable nor rational so ns to .afford a basis 
for cla.ssification. Thirdly it was urged 
that although Government sen,’ant.s from 
2l departments were transferred to vari- 
ous companies, it wore the cmplovec.s of 
the Sericulture Departme.nt alone who 
were to bo treated ns einplovoes of the 
comp.inv. and would cease to Govern- 
ment servant.s. Lastly it was urged th.at 
the dlstinctioTt regarding pa'.-rnenf of 
deputation ailoxvance even between Go%'- 
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enunent servants transferred to the com- 
pany was purely discriminatory. 

33. As regards the first argument K 
does not app^ to us. The Department 
of Sericulture was undoubtedly a com- 
mercial activity of the Government and 
had been run on commercial lines. If the 
Government desired to streamline this 
department by putting if in charge of a 
Board of Directors by con^tuting a cor- 
porate body iiv*» the J. & K. Industries, 
then the employees bdnn ging to the Seri- 
culture Department formed a class by 
themselves and the classification was both 
reasonable and rational in relation to the 
object which was sought to be achieved 
by the act of the Govermnent It is not 
alleged that there was any discrimination 
inter se between the employees of the 
Sericulhire Department. For these rea- 
sons therefore Art. 16 was not violated so 
far as this part of the is concerned. 

34- As regards the distinction between 
employees entitled to pensionary benefits 
and those not entitled to pensionary bene- 
fits toere does not appear to be any dis- 
crimination. Since the petitioners' right 
to get pensionary benefits was left uzk- 
touched tiiey could posi^Iy have no 
grievance against the order of the Gov- 
ernment granting pensionaxy benefits to 
others. 

35. Thirdly as regards the grievanca 
made on the score of deputation allow- 
ance. we think this has some force. We 
pointed out in the very beginning that 
note 6 is itself inconsistent on tlds pcunt. 
While the first part of note 6 dearly says 
that service in the companies set up und^ 
the Companies Act should not be treated 
as foreign service for the purpose of 
grant of deputation allowance, yet it 
seeks to dismiminate between em- 

ployees both of wh o m are equally dr- 
cumstanced. If the generd rule is that 
for the purpose of deputation, service In 
the companies would not be treated as 
foreign service, so as to earn deputation 
allowance, then anybody transferred to 
the companies sboidd not get any deputa- 
tion allowance, there appears to be no 
rational basis for the provision that while 
some onployees belongiag to the Seriod- 
ture Department who are transferred to 
the company would not get deputation 
allowance, other employees of the same 
company who were getting it from before 
would continue to get deputation allow- 
lance. In other words a premium was 
'sought to be placed on the employees of 
Jlhe Sericulture Department because they 
[were transferred to the company some 
.time after other employees who were 
'getting deputation allowance. The rule 
Jdoes not give any guidelines to indicate 
'why this discrimination has been made. 
(We are. therefore, in agreement with the 
.counsel for the petitioners that the part 
of the rule whidi relates to the grant of 


deputation allowance Is dlscrimlnatoiy 
and must be struck down as being hit 
Art. 16 of the Constitution of India. 

36. Thus as a result of our findings on 
the above points the first part of the 
entire note 6 which is as follows:— 

‘'Service in the companies set up under 
Companies Act and wholly owned by 
Government should not be treated as 
foreign service for the purpose of grant 
of deputation allowance. So far as 
Jammu & Kaghmlr Industries are con- 
cerned, there were a large number of 
employees from the Indxistrial concerns 
who were not entitled to pensionary bene- 
fits and those should now be treated as 
the employees of the J. & K. Industries 
Ltd. Some few employees of erstwhile 
Sericulture Department who were entitled 
to pensionary benefits should like- 
wise be treated as employees ol J. & K. 
Industries and their pension shared by 
the (^vemroent and the company under 
rule of proportion. In these cases no 
deputation allowance ghalt be permissible. 
There are however, some Government 
eervants who have been sent on deputa- 
tion to these companies who will continue 
to be govensed by the terms of deputa- 
tion already sanctioned” - — 

is struck down as invalid being ^Intive 
of Art 16 of the Constitution of T g^ ja , 
S. 126 of the State Con^tutfim^ood 
'Art. 207 of the KCSR. \ 

37. It was, however, f^Uy suggest 
by Mr. Chagla that note 6 was only In va 
tiatare of an explanation. "Ibis argumenl' 
was. however, given up by Mr. Chaglii 
when it was pointed out to him that even} 
the State in its affidavits alleged that! 
note 6 amounted to a full-fledged statu- 
tory rule made by the Governor tmdes 
his rule-making power. 


38, The last argument raised by Mr. 
Cfaagla to meet the contention of Mr. Sen 
was that the petition should be disndssed 
on the ground of laches. It was pointed 
out that although the company was form- 
ed as far back as 1963 the petitioners had 
submitted to the jurisdicticni of the com- 
pany, carried on their work and never 
raised any objection to their transfer from 
the Sericulture Department to the Com- 
pany. This argument appears to be 
based on some misconception. In the 
first place when the company came Into 
existence by order of the Sadar-l-Hiyasat 
on 10-&-63 and the petitioners seirtces 
were transferred to the company there 
was no order by the Sadar-i-Riyasat 
altering, changing or effa cing the service 
conditions of the petitioners. On the 
other hand the order stated that the ser- 
vices of the petitioners vrere entrusted to 
the company a term which implied that 
the petitioners were to continue in ser- 
vice on the same terms and as 

before. It is not disputed that b^ 
lore the pasdng of the noti- 
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fication this was the portion. In. ^ these 
circumstances there was no question of, 
nor any occasion for the petitioners _ to 
protest or to make any grievance against 
file Government order. 

The petitioners felt aggrieved for the 
first time when the impugned notification 
in the form of note 6 was passed on 11-2- 
1966 which completely transformed th^ 
status and actually put an end to the 
natiure and character of their serw^ 
As soon as this rule was passed, the first 
representation was made to the Govern- 
ment as far back as 17-10-66 (Annexe 
A to the petition). The Government does 
not appear to have passed any order on 
this representation which was followed by 
other representations without any result, 
yfiien the petitioners were, however, con- 
•^ced that they would not get any justice 
from the Government, they approached 
this court for an appropriate wnt. In 
these circumstances the delay ui nlmg 
the petition has been satisfactorily ex- 
plained by the petitioners and we are not 
in a position to reject the petition on this 
ground alone. 

39. Thus the conduaons that emerge 
from the findings given by us may be 
'summarized as follows: 

(1) That the petitioners have been 
proved to be permanent and confirmed 
Government servants holding substantive 
posts prior to thsir transfor to tris com** 
pany in the year 1963. 

(2) That the impugned notification 
fSRO 36 dated 11-2-66) amounts to te^ 
mination of the service of the petition^ 
or their removd from service md has 
been passed without complymg with the 
mmdatoSr requirements of ^e provision 
of S. 126 of the State Constitution and is 
therefore invalid on this account. 

(3) Even if the aforesrid notification 
does not amount .to termmation of fte 
service of the petitionere or them removd 
from service it doubtiess re^te m a 
material reduction of the rank held by 

the petitioners the 

the company and attracts S. 12b ot xne 
State Constitution and is therefore mvahd 
3 n this ground also. , 

(4) That the aforesaid notification is 
invalid as being inconsistent with the 
SsioS of Art. 207 of the KCSR as toe 
Kduro laid down in this Article has 

toTfii't part of note G wHch 
orovides for deputation allowance hemg 
S^to one set of employees of the 

Sany and not to the ^tition^ m 
clearly discrimmatory pd is th^iore 
invaliti being riolative of Arts. i4 and 16 
of the Constitution of India. 

f61 That toe second part of 
fVin KCSR which presenbes contotips 
la^ dovm toe ^ding principles for 
Sltoi deputation allowimce to employees 


of the company on the merits of each 
case is perfectly valid and is not hit by 
Arts. 14 and 16 of the Constitution of 
India. 

(7) That the petitioners . have given a 
reasonable explanation for the dday, if 
any, in filing this petition and hence the 
petition is clearly maintainable. 

For the reasons given above, we allow 
this writ petition and hold that note 6 to 
the extent indicated above is invalid and 
ultra vires and destitute of any legal 
effect. We therefore grant a writ of 
Mandamus directing the respondent to 
place the petitioners in the same position 
in which they were before toe notifica- 
tion SRO 36 dated 11-2-66 was passed 
as regards their service conditions eta 
The petitioners will be entitled to costs 
of Rs. 300/- to be paid by the first res- 
pondent, Since it is conceded by IVTr. Sen 
that no relief is sought against other res- 
pondents against whom no writ lies, the 
petition is dismissed as against respon- 
dents 2 and 3. 

40. JASWANT SINGH, J.; I agree. 

Petition allowed. 


Ant 1970 JAIMMU AND KASHMIR 10& 
(V 57 C 19) 

S. M. F. AU, C. J. AND 
JASWANT SINGH, J. 

Lassa Baba, Petitioner v. Gaffar Butt 
and others. Respondents. 

Civil First Appeal No. 31 of 1966, D/- 
30-12-1969. against decree of Dist J., 
Srinagar, D/- 7-7-1966. 

(J. & K.) Right of Prior Purchase Act 
(2 of 1993) (Smt.) (as amended in 1959), 
S, 14 — Land in several Khasra numbers 
sold by single and indivisible transaction 
— Sale price also consolidated — Right of 
prior purchase to different tenants of 
different IGiasra numbers not available. 

It is well settled that a purchaser can- 
not be required to submit to partial pre- 
emption nor is he entitled to demand it : 
AIR 1929 PC 58. Foil. (Para 12) 

Looking at toe context, toe intention 
of toe Legislature in enacting S. 14 is 
that in case toe original contract of calc 
be one and indivisible, toe right of prior 
purchase should extend to the whole of 
the land sold and not to a portion of it, 
i.e., toe person claiming prior purchase 
should be a tenant in toe entire property 
which is subject of toe sale. (Para 14) 
Hence, in toe care of sale of land com- 
pricfHd in se\-eral Khasra numbers by one 
and indivisible transaction, the sale pnee 
also being consolidated, if all toe plain- 
tiffs claiming right of prior purchase ns 
tenants arc not in possession of nil uie 
Khasra numbers (Le., if some an? tenants 
of so me Khasra numbers and others are 

BN/CN/A832/70.^’1B3/M 
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tenants of other Khasra numbers), the 
plaintiffs cannot be said to havp proved 
their superior right in respect of the 
entire l^d and their suit for possesrion 
on basis of that right cannot succeed ; 
AIR 1936 AH 732 & AIR 1961 J & K 36. 
Disting. (Para 16) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 


(1961) AIR 1961 J & K 36 (V 48). 

Mir Mobd. v. Mehta Bhagwandas 15 
(1936) AIR 1936 All 732 (V 23)- 
1936 All U 456. ML Zainab BiM 
V. Umar Hayat Khan 15 

(1934) AIR 1934 Lah 429 (V 21) -■ 

35 Pun LB 513, Mohd. Shafl v. 

Allah Din 5 

(1929) AIR 1929 PC 58 (V 16)-56 
Ind Cas 80. Mohd. Wajid AU Khw 
V. Puran Singh 12 

4 J & K LR 193 5 

1 J & K LR 366 5 


S. Kauh for Petiffoner; J. M. Bhan. for 
Respondent. 

JASWANT SINGH, J.:— This dVa first 
appeal which is directed against the 
Judgment and decree dated 7-7-1966 of 
the learned District Judge, Srinagar, dis- 
missing the appellant’s suit for possession 
of 36 Kanals and 9 marias of land situate 
in Chandi Har, TehsU Khas Srinagar, on 
the basis of right of prior purchase arises 
in the following dr cum stances:— 

2. The aforesaid land comprised in 
Khasra Nos. 1 (measuring 6 Kanals and 7 
Marlas): 2 (measuring S Kanals and 2 
Marlas): 3 (measuring 2 Kanals and 19 
Marlas); 4 (measuring 2 Kanals and 17 
Marlas): 5 Min (measuring 2 Kanals and 
17^ Marlas): 7 (measuring 10 Kanals and 
14 Marlas); 8 (measming 5 Kanals and 
12} Marlas): Khewat No. 65 Min, was 
sold by Shri Ragho Koul son of _Shri 
Shiva Koul, SmL Sldha Lakashi widow 
of Shri Mahesher Koul and Shrl 
Bans! Lai Koul son of Shri Ma- 
hesher Koul residents of Syed Kucha, 
Kawdara, Srinagar, . in favour of 
Gaffar Butt and Mohd. Butt sons of 
Mohda Butt residents of Chandihar Wan- 
ganpora, Tehsil Khas vide: sale deed 
dated 27-4-1962 for an ostensible consi- 
deration of Rs. 10.000/-. Claiming them- 
selves to be the tenants of the suit land 
excepting Khasra No. 3 (measuring 2 
Kanals and 19 Marlas) the app^ants 
brought a suit in the Court of District 
Judge. Srinagar, on 20-7-1962 for pre- 
emption of the aforesaid land. The suit 
was resisted by the respondents 1 and 2 
inter on the groimds that the market 
^ue of the suit land being 50.000/- 
nipees the suit was beyond the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court; that the suit had not 
been properly valued for purposes rf 
co»irt-fees and jurisdiction, that the suit 
was not tenable as, the appellants had no 
preferential right of purriiase as agaln^ 
them; that the suit was bad for znis-Joizr* 


der of parties and non-JoInder of neces- 
sary parties as also for mis-joinder of 
causes of action; that the suit was bad for 
joinder of strangers; that the defendants 
were protected tenants of the suit land, 
that Rs. 10,000/- had been fixed In good 
faith and actually paid to the vendors 
and the market value of the suit lands 
was not less than 75,000/- rupees. 

3. On the pleadings of the parties the 
following issues were framed:— 

(1) Whether the plaintiffs have a right 
of prior purchase over defendants 1 and 
2 over the suit land? O.P.P. 

(2) On proof of Issue Na 3 In affirma- 
tive. whether the sale price has been paid 
or fixed in good faith? O.P.D. 1 & 2. 

(3) On Issue No. 2 being proved, what 
is the market price of the suit land? 
O.P.P. 


(4) Whether the suit Is not maintain- 
able in present form, if so, on what 
grounds? O. P. D. 1 and 2. 

(5) Whether there is mis-joinder of 
parties, non-foinder of necessary parties 
and mis-joinder of causes of action if so. 
what woifid be its effect on the suit? 
OJ>.D. 1 & 2. 

4. The plaintiffs examined Habib* 
Sheikh. Ghulam Din. Ramzan Butt Wall 
ButL Mohd. Abdullah Patwarl. and Ghu- 
lam Mohd. Butt witnesses. Rahman B'^tt 
one of the plaintiffs also appeared as a 
witness on his own b ehalf, in rebutfJ 
the defendants-vendees examined Sac^ 
Butt, Assad Rather. Ragho Koul, Salam 
ButL Sultan Dar, Ali Mohd., Ghulam 
Mobi-ud-Din and Haji Kamal ButL Be- 
sides these witnesses Gaffar Butt defen- 
dant also appeared as his own witness. 
After the close of defendants' evidence 
the plaintiffs examined Sultan Sheikh. 
Ghulam Din and Rehman Seikh. In addi- 
tion to these witnesses Lassa Baba and 
Gaffar Wani Plaintiffs also appeared as 
witnesses on their own be half 

5. On consideration of the evidence 
led by the parties the learned trial Court 
came to the conclusion that the suit was 
bad as Mst Hajra, one of the plaintiff 
did not figure as a tenant in the Khasra 
Girdawari produced by the plaintiffs. It 
further came to the conclusion teat MsL 
Hajta was a minor and Kbafig Baba did 
not leaTC behind any daughter bearing 
the name of MsL Hajra. Conseauently It 
held that the suit was liable to be dis-- 
missed as the plaintiffs had joined a 
stranger with themselves as a co-plaintiff. 

It accordingly dedded Issue No. 5 against ,<■ 
the plaintiffs. In regard to isue No. 1 
the trial Court held that since Khasra 
Na 3. measuring 2 kanalg and 19 marlas, 
was admittedly in possession of the defen- 
dants-vendees as tenants and from the 
deposition of the patwari it was proved 
that Khasra No. 4 measuring 2 kanals and 
17 marias was also in tee cultivating pos- 
sesrion of tee defeiidants-vendees the 
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plaintiffs could not be held to be tenants 
of these two parcels of the suit land. It 
further came to the conclusion that the 
sale being one and indivisible and the 
vendors and vendees having treated the 
whole transaction as one and indivisible 
and the sale price also being consolidated, 
and all the plaintiffs not being in posses- 
sion of all the Khasra numbers sold, some 
of them being tenants of some Khasra 
Numbers and some being tenants in the 
other Khasra Numbers the plaintiffs who 
were not tenants of a particular Khasra 
Niunber. could not be granted a decree 
for that Khasra number on the basis of 
his being a tenant of the other Khasra 
nmnber. and it not being possible to 
bifurcate the transaction or the sale price 
of the different portions of the land the 
plaintiffs could not succeed in their claim. 
It would be advantageous at this stage to 
refer to the following passage occurring in 
the judgment of the trial Court; — 

"From what has been stated above, the 
position that emerges is that the defen- 
dants-vendees are the tenants of two 
survey numbers, one measuring 2 kanals 
and 19 marlas and the other 2 kanals and 
17 marlas (survey numbers 3 & 4). Some 
of the defendants are the tenants of a por- 
tion of the land sold and some others are 
tenants of other portions. The sale and 
the sale price are one and indivisible. The 
vendors and the vendees treated the 
whole transaction as one and indivisible. 
The plaintiffs who are not tenants of a 
particular survey nximber cannot be grant- 
ed decree for possession on the basis of 
Bight of Prior Purchase of that Survey 
number. The bifiucation of the sale price 
would not be an easy matter, considering 
the fact that the land sold may not be 
of one and. the same quality. The pre- 
emptor and the vendees are both tenants 
of portions of the land sold. It caimot 
therefore, be held that the_ plaintiffs-pre- 
emptors have succeeded in estab lish i ng 
the prior right of purchase” 

Belying, upon the decisions reported in 
1 J & K LB 366; 4 J & K LB 193 and 
AIE 1934 Lah 429 the trial_ Court decided 
issue No. 1 against the plaintiffs. 

6. Its finding in regard to issue No. 2 
was that the price of tlie land sold ^vas 
bona fide fixed at Bs. 10,000 and the same 
was actually paid. Accordingly it decided 
the issue in favour of the defendants- 

‘vendees. 

7. In view of its finding in respect of 
Issue No. 2 the trial Court refrained from 
deciding issue No. 3. 

S. . In regard to issue No. 4 it held that 
tills issue being connected with issue No, 5 
which had been found against the p!^- 
tiff, the. suit was liable to be dismi-ssed. 

9 On the above findings the trial 
Court dismissed tlio suit of the plalnliffs- 
appcUants on 7-7-1966 as already stated. 


Singh J,] [Prs. 5-13] J. & K. 107 

10* Against this judgment and decree 
me plaintiffs came up in appeal to this 
Court and for a proper and ^ective dis- 
posal of the_ matter we thought it neces- 
sary to remit the following two issues to 
me trial Court vide our order dated 30tb 
July. 1968, 

(1) Whether Mst Efejra shown in the 
plaint as daughter of Khalit- Baba 
is the same person as Mst. Azizi? 

(2) If issue _No. 1 as set out above, is 
proved in the affirmative whether 
Mst Azizi alias Mst Hajra is or can 
be regarded as a tenant of the land 
comprised in Survey Nos, 1 and 2 
situated in Village Chandihar, 
Tehsil Srinagar. 

11. The Trial Court has in the course 
of its report submitted to this Court 
found that Mst Hajra’s father had three 
wives, that Mst Sh^ Mali, the mother of 
Mst. _ Hajra. was the second wife of 
Etiialiq Baba that Khaliq Baba divorced 
Mst Shah Mali and thereafter married 
Mst Azizi and that he had to change 
the name of his daughter from Mst 
Azizi to Mst. Hajra because the names 
of both his wife as well as his daughter 
being Mst Azizi. he did not think it pro- 
per to call both his daughter and vrife 
by the same name. It has therefore, 
found issue No. 1 in favmu of tire plain- 
tiff. As regards issue No. 2 it has found 
that Mst Azizi, the daughter of Khaliq 
Baba, was entered as tenant in the 
Girdawari as far back as Babi 1961, that 
the land left by Khaliq Baba was being 
cultivated by his son and daughter and 
that the defendants having admitted all 
the plaintiffs including l^Ist Azizi to be 
tenants, Mst. Azizi could not but be re- 
garded as a tenant of survey Nos. 1 and 2 
of the suit land. 

12. In view of the evidence recorded 
by the trial Court after remand it cannot 
now be held that hlsL Haira was a total 
stranger or the suit was bad on account 
of her joinder as co-plaintiff. This how- 
ever, does not put an end to the con- 
troversy. The real question that still re- 
mains to be decided is whether in view 
of tbe fact that the plaintiffs have been 
found not to have any preferential or 
superior right of purchase In respect of 
Khasra Nos. 3 and 4 of the suit land and 
some of these are tenants of some suit 
suiwey numbers and some of others, the 
suit can succeed. It is well settled that 
a purchaser cannot be required to sub.-nit 
to partial pre-emption nor is he entitled 
to demand it. I am fortified in this view 
by a decl-don of the _ Priw Council In 
Mohammad Waiid Ali Khan v. Puran 
Singh, AIR 1929 PC aS. 

13. It would be well at this stage to 
refer to Section 14 of the F.Sght of Prior 
Purchase Act a? amended lay the Jammu 
and Kashmir PJght of Prior Purcii.y-e 
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, (Amendment) Act 1959 which govems the 
Buit:— 

"14. Persons In whom right oj prior pur- 
chase vests in respect of sale ot agricul- 
tural land and village immovable proper- 
ty. Kotwithstandlng anything contained in 
any law, rule or custom but subject to 
the provisions of Section 13. the right of 
prior purchase in respect of agricultural 
land and village immovable property fhall 
vest — 

(a) "Where the sale is by a sole owner 
or occupancy tenant or, in the case 
of land or property lointly owned 
or held, by all the co-sharers 
jointly— 

nrstly — in the tenant culfivating sudi 
land where the sale Is of agri- 
cultural land; in the tenant oc- 
cupant thereof vdiere the sale is of 
village immovable property, and 
Secondly — in the persons In order of suc- 
cesrion who but for such sale would 
be entitled on the death of the 
"Vendor or Vendors, to l^erlt the 
land or property sold: — 
tb) when the sale Is of a share oat of 
the joint property and is not made 
by all the co-sharers jointly:— 
Firstly— in the lineal descendants of the 
Vendor in order of succession: 
Secondly— in the co-sharers. If any; 
Thirdly— In the tenant cultivating eud( 
b*T»t where the sale ts of agricul- 
tut^ land and In the tenant occu- 
pant when the sale is of village 
immovable property; and 
Fourthly— in the persons, not Included 
tmder the above categories In order 
of succesrion. who but for such sale 
' would be on the death of the Vendor 
entitled to Inherit the land or pxy>- 
perty sold; 

(c) if no person having the light of 
prior purchase under Cls. (a) and 
(b) ezerdse It them 

Hrstly — in the owners of the mahal 
wherdn soch agricultural or 

pro pe r t y is oteate; and 
Secondly — in the tenants other than 
those Eperified above. 

II. Looking at the context the Intezi- 
of the Le^latnre. appears to be that 
in case -Ae original contract of sale be one 
and indivirible the right of prior purchase 
f hoiitd eortend to the whole of the land 
sold and not to a portion of It, Le_ the 
person prior purchase should be 

a tenant in the entire pr o pe rty which Is 
Bubject of the gale. 

15. The two rulings namely 'AlK 3936 
All 732 and AIR 1961 J & K 36 (to whidi 
my Lord the Chief Justice was a party) 
rited ty the learned counsel for the ap- 
pellants are dearly distingirishable end 
do not help his clients. The first ruling Is 
founded on the peculiar language of Sec- 
tion 16 of the Agra Pre-emption Act The 
ruling viZn AIR 1961 J & K 36 


relates to a case where different parcels 
of land were sold by two different 
vendors to two different vendees who were 
absolute strangers but the transactions 
-were embodied in a single -sale deed and 
the sale price was stated to be a consolidat- 
ed sum. It was in view of these dreums- 
tances that It was held that the suit was 
not hit by the rule against partial pre- 
emption and it was observed that the rule 
against partial pre-emption applied only 
to those transactions which while con- 
tained in one deed could not be broken 
or separated; it could not be applied to a 
case where two distinct and separate 
transactions of sale are embodied in one 
sale deed in which case each of the tran- 
sactions is an independent sale by itself 
and a pre-emptor would be able to pre- 
empt each such j^e or one of them only 
• as he might choose. 

36. For the foregoing reasons we are 
of opinion that as the plaintiffs have failed 
to prove their superior rij^t in respect of 
the entire land their suit cannot succeed. 

17. In the result the appeal fails and 
ts hereby dismissed but in the dreums- 
fances of the case without any order as to 
costs. 

18. S. M. F. ALL a J. I agree. 

Appeal dismissed. 

Am IDTO 7AK1MU AND KASIDim 108 
. (V 57 C 20) 

JASWANT SmOH, 7. 

7agat Ham Aryan, Appellant v. 7ammu 
and Ka-shmir State others Bespon- 
dents. 

Application No. 131 of 1069. D/- 29-11- 
7969. 

(A) Civil P. C. (1908), O. 33. H. 5 (d) 
"Cause of action” — Meaning — Words 
imply good and Bnbsistmg cause of action. 

The words 'cause of a^on’ as n«!ed fn 
O. 33. H. 5 (d) im;dy a good and subrist- 
ing cause of action and the Court can re- 
ject the application for permissfon to sue 
in toTzaa pauperis where the is 

prime facie barred by limitation or by 
any other law. AIR 1915 Mad 398 (2) & 
AIR 1941 Nag 330 & AIR 1932 Bang 107 
(FB) «e AIR 1934 Hang 111 & AIR 1960 
Kcr 196, Rei (Para 12) 

(Application for pennissfon to sue in 
forma pauperis held In the instant case to 
be prima fade barred by limitation.) 

, (Para 15) 

(B) limitation Act (1963), Art. 7 — 
limitation Act (1008), Art 102 — (J, & K.) 
limitation Act (9 of 1955), Art 73 — 
"Wages” include salary as welL 

"Wages" include salary as weH, A 
claim for loss of salary in 1969 by a per- 
manent Government servant, who was 
suspended in 1950 and who had attained 
superannuation (age of 55 years) in 1962. 
BN/CN/A837/70/BDB/C 
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.would be prima facie barred by limita- 
tion in view of Art. 73 of J. & K. Limita- 
fion Act: AIE 1947 FC .23 & AIK 3962 
SC 8 & Am 1969 All 542, ReL on. 

(Para 13) 

(C) limitation Act (1963), Art. 74 — • 
(J. & K.) Limitation Act (9 of 1955), Arti- 
cles 22 and 23 — Claim for damages for 
personal injury and malicious prosecution 
*— Process of persecution and prosecution 
lasting for 13 years — Claim preferred 
beyond 1 year from date of decision in 
last criminal case is prima facie barred. 

A claim for damages for personal injury 
and malicious prosecution is governed by 
Arts. 22 and 23 of J. & K. Limitation Act. 
If a tort or torts are committed by several 
persons acting in common conspiracy the 
charges of conspiracy merge into the tor- 
tioizs act and the daim has to be brought 
within a period of 1 year from the date 
the plaintifE is acquitted or prosecution is 
otherwise terminated. Where the allega- 
tion by the suspended Government servant 
is that, the process of his persecution and 
prosecution lasted for 13 years with efiect 
from 1950 and the last criminal case in 
which he was involved was dedded in his 
favour in 1963, the daim for damages 
preferred in 1969 is manifestly barred by 
time: Am 1968 J & K 98, Ed. on. 

(Para 34) 

The fact that the last communication 
from the State Government disallowing 
the daim was received on 1968 does not 
affect the terminus a quo for the daim. 
Am 1934 Kang IIL Eel. on. (Para 15) 
Cases Eeferrcd: Chronological Paras 

(1969) Am 1969 All 542 (V 56) =■ 

1969 Lab IC 318, Union of India 

V. Hari Om tI3 

(1968) Am 1968 J & K 98 (V 55) =■: 

1968 Kash LT 374, B. K. Gdam 

Mohd. V. Ghulam Mohd. Sadiq 34 


ORDEE: This is an application by Jagat 
Ram Aryan, a member of Legislative 
Assembly of the State, for permission to 
sue in forma pauperis for recovery of 
Es. 1,00,00,000 _ (Rupees one crore). The 
amount is claimed as spedal damages 
from the respondents jointly or severally 
for the wrongs alleged to have been done 
by them as joint tort feasors to the peti- 
tioner and the members of his farnily. In 
the application which has been filed by him 
on 12-2-1969, it has been alleged by the 
petitioner that he was appointed as Hari- 
jan Special Officer in the permanent 
cadre and grade of 200-20-300 vide Cabinet 
Order No. 35-C/48 dated 15-4-1948, that 
respondents 2, 3 and 4 conspired to esta- 
blish an independent State at the head of 
the Sub continent of India, and used the 
whole Government machinery in further- 
ance of that aim, that they . designed 
various tactics and stratagems to acMeve 
that end, that they also tried to induce 
him to support their machinations against 
India, that on his failure to fall in line 
with their machinations to betray the 
country by straying from the right corirse 
they conspired against him in 1950 and 
suspended him without any written order 
or charge, that after his suspension a 
series of cases were trumped up against 
him by the respondents with the ulterior 
motive of annihilating him and Ms family 
members thus subjecting them to nervous, 
mental and physical tortmre and economic 
distress, that he was hurled from one jail 
to another and from one Court to ano- 
ther, that his property was confiscated 
under verbal orders of respondents 2, 3 
and 4, that this process of prosecution and 
persecution continued from 1950 to 
September, 1963, that on his acquittal in 
the last case he applied to the Chief 
Minister for his reinstatement with all the 
increments eta that had fallen due to him. 


(1962) AIR 1962 SC 8 (Y 49) =: 

1962-1 SCR 886, Madliav Laxman 
Vaikunthe v. State of Mysore 33 

(1960) AIR 1960 Ker 196 (V 47) 

1960 Ker LJ 631, Kanthaswami 
PiUai V. SMvarama PiUcO. 33 

(1947) AIR 1947 FC 23 (V 34) 

1947 FCR 89, Pimjab Province v. 

Tara Chand 33 


(1941) AIR 1941 Nog 330 (V 28) *=' 

1941 Nag LJ 473, Dargah of Saint 
Miskeenshah Barena Pir, Chhatarpur 
V. Hardayal Prashad 12 

(1934) AIR 1934 Rang 111 (V 21) «=• 

ILR 12 Rang 124, H. Pascal v. 
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Am.ar Chand, for Respondent ho. 1; 
S. A Salacia, for Respondents Nos. 2 ana 


3 . 


that on 3-7-1967 he was informed by the 
Deputy Secretary to Government, General 
Department, that the Government had not 
been able to find sufficient reasons to open 
his casa tliat thereafter ho approached the 
Chief Minister in appeal against the de- 
cision of the Government, that on 27-2- 
1968 the Cliief Minister informed liim 
vide his Note 1692-CS/G8 that he could not 
but uphold the deci,sion taken in the case 
on 3-7-1967, and that in June. 1968 he 
served the respondents %vith notice under 
Section 80, Ci^^ P. C. claiming one crore 
of rupees as special damages. In Para- 
graph 8 of the application the potilioncr 
has laid a claim for rupees one crore as 
special damages from the respondents as 
joint tort leasers for the pecuniary loss of 
his salary and mental, nervous and phy.*^!- 
cal torture to which he and his fumily 
members have been Eub.jected Ijj' them. 
In paragraph 9 of his application the peli- 
tioncr has stated that he has not got the 
means to pay the comrt-fee of Rupees 
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61462 required to be paid on his plamt. 

2 A notice with regard to this applica- 
tion was issued to the respondents, first 
three ot whom have contested the applica- 
tion. Respondent No. 1 Le. the State of 
Jammu and Kashmir, has averred that the 
petitioner has deliberately omitted to give 
details of the order of his appointmoit 
and the terms and conditions of his 
service, that the Government created two 
temporary posts of Special OfBcers, for 
Elarijans, that the petitioner was appoint- 
ed against one of the said posts, that on 
the petitioner’s own showing he ceased to 
lunciion under orders of the Revenue 
hlini^r from 1950, that in view of these 
facts the petitioner has no cause of action 
for the present suit, that the petitioner 
being a temporary employee on a tem- 
porary post and living ceased to function 
from 1950 is not entitled to claim the 
arrears of pay or any dedaratlon, that the 
temporary employee in 1950 could be dis- 
band^ and his discharge could not be 
held illeg^ nor could It create anv right 
In him lor declaration to the eQect that 
he be deemed to be a permanent employee 
and entitled to pay thereof after the date 
of Ws discharge, that the svut for arrears 
of salary and declaration Is dearly time 
barred and the petition does not disclose 
any cause ot action. It has been averred 
by r es pondent No. 1 in para No. 6 of its 
obiections that the petitioner has not dis- 
closed as to how he had a right to claim 
rupees one crore as damages. 

3. Respondents Nos. 2 and 3 have Inter 
alia averred that the petitioner Is posses- 
sed of sufficient means and property to 
pay the court-fee and cannot as such be 
treated as pauper in the eye of law. that 
the petitioner’s claim for damages is piima 
fade time barred and cannot be allowed 
after the expiry of one year. 

4. The parties were given an oppor- 
tunity of proving the averments made by 
them. Whereas the petitioner has pro- 
duced 'Presn Nath, Cbulam Mustals, Hart 
Tjit besides appearing as his own witness 
the respondents have not led any evi- 
dence in rebuttaL 

5- Prem Nath who b an Agriculture 
and 'Horticulture overseer has stated that 
he has seen the land belonfdng to the peti- 
tioner, that the said land b of a very 
Inferior quality, that the value of the land 
Is approximately Rs. 100 per kanal and 
that the petitioner’s family consiste of 
about 20 members who are all dependent 
upon him. In cross-examination the wit- 
ness has stated that he does not know the 
extent of the land of the petitioner, that 
one of the petitioner’s son who b employed 
in the Post Office b getting a salary of 
Ei 75 per mensem, that hb other son b 
a school teacher drawing a salary of 
Rs. 100 P. M. and hb third son b an em- 
ployee in the Police Department about 
whose salary he b not aware. 


6. Ghtilam Mustafa, a member of the 
liCgblative Assembly, has stated that the 
petitioner owns an old house in village 
Malta, that the ^^ue of the said house 
b about Rs. 2500, that the petitioner owns 
40 to 50 kanab of land, that the land b of 
inferior quality, ib value not being more 
than Rs. 150 per kanab and that the fami- 
ly of the petitioner consbb of 20 mem- 
bers who are all dependent upon him. In 
cross-examination the witness bsis stated 
that a member of the liegblative Assemb- 
ly geb Rs. 400 as monthly allowan^ beti- 
des Rs. 75 as conveyance allowance. The 
witness has abo admitted that the peti-. 
tiooer OW235 two bullocks worth about 
Rs. 300. 

7. Hari Lai has stated that he has been 
the Principal of Higher Secondary School, 
Kishtwar, that he has seen the house of 
the petitioner which b of old type, that 
the value of the house b about Ra 2,000, 
that the value of the petitioner’s land is 
Rs. 100 per kanal and that the family of 
the petitioner consbb of 15-20 members, 
all of whom are dependent on the peti- 
tioner. In cross-examination the witness 
^s sbt^ that the petitioner has two 
bulbcks the value of which b about 
Rs. 200. 

8. Appearing as hb own witness the 
petitioner has sbted that he has only two 
kanab of land which he got as result of 
the operation of the Big L^ded Estates 
Abolition Act. besides 32 kar»a)« of bnd 
which he inherited from hb father,- that 
hb three sons are coparceners in the said 
land and ancestral house, ti^at on demand 
of their shares in the property by hb 
sons he executed a gift-deed dated 14th 
January, 1969 in their favour, that the 
market value of hb land was Ba. 50 per 
kanah that he b getting an honorarium of 
Rs. 475 per mensem as member of the 
liC^dslative Assembly and that he has 
Rs. 8,000 to pay by way of debt. In 
cross-examination the petitioner has ad- 
mitted that according to the version of 
the Government he was removed from 
Service in 1950 but be did not get any 
Written order to that effect, that the firS 
application for restoration was subtnltt^ 
by him in 1950, that the second applica- 
tion was submitted by him in 1955 and 
the last application was submitted In 1964. 
He has further admitted that hb claim 
for damages b under tort, that out of the 
sum claimed by him Rs. 9.95,0000 is on 
account of ment^ torture suffered by him- 
self and the members of hb famil y, and 
that he has not got the means to pay the 
court-fee of Rs. 61462. 

9. Appearing on behalf of respondent 
No. 1 Mr. Amar Chand Additional Ad- 
■TOcate General, has not seriously disput- 
ed that the petitioner b not able to pay 
the coure-fce required on his rialm. He 
has, however, referred to O. 33, R. 5 (d) 
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ot the Civil P. C. and has contended that 
the- application for permission to sue in 
forma pauperis cannot be granted in vietV 
of &e fact that' the_ petitioner has no sub- 
sisting^ cause of action capable of enforce- 
ment in Coxirt and not barred by the law 
of limitation. 

10. In the course of the written argu- 
ments submitted by the petitioner it has 
been inter alia contended that he does not 
possess the means to pay the requisite 
court-fee, that his suit is governed by 
Art. 119 of the Limitation Act and not 
by Arts. 22 and 23 thereof and that since 
the last order disallowing his claim was 
passed by the Government on 28th 
Febiruary, 1968 his claim is within time. 


Act 1908 (which corresponds to Art. 119 
of the State Limitation Act 1955). This 
decision of the Federal Court was approved 
by their Lordships of the Supreme Court 
m Madhav Laxman Vaikimthe v. State of 
Mysore, AIR 1962 SC 8, and has also been 
recently followed by the AUahabad High 
Court in Union of India v. Hari Om, AIR 
1969 All 542 in view of these rulings the 
claim of the petitioner for loss or arrears 
of salary cannot be held to be within time. 

M, _lhe claim for damages for per- 
sonal injury and malicious prosecution is 
also time barred. Such a claim Is 
governed by Arts. 22 and 23 of the limi- 
tation Act which prescribe only a neriod 
of one year for the suit. In Bk. Ghulam 


11. So far as the capacity of the peti- 
tioner to pay the court-fee required on 
his claim iS concerned I have no doubt 
in view of the evidence adduced by him 
that he is not in a position to pay the 
court-fee amounting to Rs. 61462. 

12. It carmot be and it is not, how- 
eved, denied that the Court has power to 
reject an application for permission to sue 
in forma pauperis under O. 33. R. 5 (d) 
of the Code of Civil Procedure if it does 
not show a cause of actiorL Now it is 
jweU settled that the words 'cause of ac- 
tion’ as used in the aforesaid provision of 
ilaw imply a good and subsisting cause 
of action and the Court can reject the ap- 
plication for permission to sue in forma 
'pauperis where the claim is prima facie 
barred by limitation or by any other law. 
Reference in this connection may be made 
to the decision reported in AIR 1915 Mad 
398 (2), AIR 1941 Nag 330. AIR 1932 Rang 
107 (FB), AIR 1934 Rang 111 and AIR 
1960 Ker 196. 


13. Let me now see whether the ap- 
plication discloses a subsisting cause of ac- 
tion or whether the claim, is prima facie 
barred by limitation as contended by Mr. 
Amar Chand. Assiuning -without holding 
that the petitioner was appointed to a per- 
manent post and was only suspended and 
not removed from service in 1950 A. D. 
still as according to his own shoving he 
is now 62 years of age he could not have 
continued in service as of right after 55 
years of age which, was attained by him 
in 1962. The suit for loss or arrears of 
salary cannot, therefore, be held to be 
vithin time in view of Art 73 of the 
State Limitation Act which provados a 
period of three yearn for a suit for wages 
not expressly provided for by the first 
schedule. Now there can be no manner 
of doubt that wages include salarv ns 
well. In Punjab Province v. Tam Chand, 
AIR 1947 FC 2.3 it was held that a stnt 
for arrears of salary was governed by 
Art. 102 of the Indian Limitation Act 1908 
(which corresponds to Art, 73 of the State 
Limitation Act^ Act No. 9 of 1955) mo 
not by Art 120 of the Indian Lumtation 


Mohd V. Shri Ghulam Mohd, Sadiq. AIR 
1968 J & K 98, it was held that when tort 
has been committed by two or more p^- 
sons, an allegation of prior conspiracy to 
commit the tort adds nothing and the 
prior agreement merges in the tort. It 
was further held in this decision that a 
suit for malicious prosecution or for 
damages for false imprisonment has to be 
brought within a period of one year and 
no distinction can be made in respect of 
the number of persons by W'hom the 
wrong may have been perpetrated. It 
was further held there that if a tort or 
torts are committed by several persons 
acting in common conspiracy the charge 
of conspiracy merges into the tortious art 
and the rule of one year limitation would 
apply as provided in Arts. 19, 22, 24 and 
25 of the Limitation Act It would be 
advantageous at this stage to refer to -the 
following observation made in the afore- 
said decision by Hon’ble Anant Singh J. : 

"A conspiracy to injure by itself is not 
actionable in tort, unless some injury is 
caused resulting in damage and when any 
injury resulting in damages accrues, the 
conspiracy merges into tortious act or acts. 
The gist of tort being damage and when 
in pursuance of a consoiracv\ individual 
torts are committed by the defendants ac- 
tion for damages in tort would lie within 
one year from the date or dates of such 
tort or torts, and not from the date of 
the conspiracy. For, in such cases, the 
conspiracy.' merges into tort or torts." 

Now in the present case on tlic pclitioner’e 
own showing the process of his persecution 
and prosecution lasted for thirteen years 
with olTect from 1950 and the last criminal 
case in which he was involvc-d was dedd- 
od in his favour in September 196.3. Ti:e 
present claim which has been preferred 
in February, 19G9 is thus manifestly 
barred by time, 

15. Tlicrc is also no substance 5n the 
contention of the petitioner that ,dnce the 
last ccimmunic.aUon disallov.-jjig the cLilm 
■was received by him from Chief J.rinistcr 
on 28lh February, 19GS his claim should 
be treated to be witliin time. This line of 
argxnnent cannot prevail in vic’.v of the 
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dear language of Art 23 of the lindtation 
Act which las? down that temimus a ouo 
for a suit governed by that Artide would 
beghi from the date the plaintiff Is acquit- 
ted or prosecution is otherwise terminated. 
A taote or less similar contention was 
raised in AIR 1934 Rang HI (Supra) but 
was repelled. It would be advantageous 
to refer in this connection to the follow- 
ing observations made therein by Leach, 
J.:— 

"This leads me to the question whether 
the petition which has been filed In this 
case ^sdoses a cause of action which still 
subsists ... ... 


In paragraph 34 the petitioner pleads that 
by an order dated the 15th December, 
1932 he was "finally informed that his case 
has been fully considered.'* and he inter- 
prets this as meaning that the local Gov- 
ernment finally dedded on that date that 
his career In the Government service 
diould be terminate with effect from the 
1st October 1922. There is no force Sn 
this argument The cause of action, if 
any must date from tbe day when the 
petitioner was dismissed from the Gov- 
ernment Service. That date the petitioner 
hij^ell ^ves in his petition as the 19th 
September 1922, althhugh he served upto 
the 30th September 1921 The case being 
governed by Art IIS of the limitation 
Act it Is obvious from the petition Itself 
that the alleged cause of action has been 
long time haired. Ko purpose would be 
served by numbering the petition as a 
plaint and then dealing with the question 
of Unutation." 

The foregoing discusdon leads me to the 
condiition that the petitioner has no sub- 
sisting cause of action. 

16. Fop the foregoing reasons, tbe aiv 
plication for perml^on to sue In forma 
pauperis is rejected but without any order 
as to costs. , - 

Appucation dismissed. 


AIE 1970 JAIVI5IU AND KASH5IIB 112 
(V 57 C 21) 

JASWANT SINGH, J. 

Suchet Singh, Petitioner v. State of J. 
& K., Respondent. 

Writ Petn. No. 15 of 1968, D/- 30-12- 
1969. 

(A) Coastitntion of India, Arts. 301, 304 
(b), 19 — J. & K. Passenger Taxation Act 
(12 of 1963) — Imposition of tax nnder ~ 
Does cot amount to resfricfian on trade 
commerce and is not violative of Arti- 
cles 301, 304 and 19. 

It is now well settled that only such 
restrictions or impediments as directly and 
Immediately imp^e or hamper the free 
flow of trade, commerce and Intercourse, 
whether intra-State or Inter-State, fall 
BN/CN/AS35/70/VBB/A 


?. State A. L B. 

within the prohibition Imposed by AitJ- 
de SOI and subject to the other provisions 
of the Constitution may be regarded as 
void. AIR 1961 SC 232 & AIR 1962 SC 
1L406 & AIR 1963 SC 1928 & AIR 1969 SC 
a4^ Rel on. (Para 8) 

It is also well settled that a tax may 
In cert^ cases directly and imm ediately 
^strict or hamper the flow of trade, but 
every imposition of tax does not do so. 
AIR 1961 SC 232 & AIB 1969 SC 147. 
ReL on. (Para 9) 

The levy of tax under J. & K. Passenger 
Taxation Act, 1963, does not violate Arti- 
cles 301, 304 end 19. 

(Paras 13, 14 and 16) 
Tbe biutien of the tax imposed by the 
Act, does not fall directly and immediate- 
ly on trade, commerce or Intercourse but 
falls on the passengers carried by metor 
vehides. Further, the tax is compensa- 
tory and regulatory and does not amount 
to a restriction as conceived by Art. 301 
of the Constitution. In return for the tax 
the State Government improves and main- 
tains roads, provides parking stands 
employs personnel for controlling vehi- 
cular road traffic and carries on other 
activities which confer benefits on end 
provide facilities to dUzens Induding pas- 
sengers and owners of Motor Vehldes, ■ 
(Para 131 

Again, the tax being intended for 
log money for carrying on functions of'- 
Goveniment and lor sustaining mBnlfftid 
welfare activities tmdertaken by the State 
the btmien imposed 1:y it is reasonable 
and in public interest. (Para 14) 

Tax laws have to stand the scrutiny of 
Art. 19. That being so, as soon as the 
validity of a tax law passed tmder Arti- 
de 304 (b) of the Constitution is chal- 
Iraged under Art 39. the Slate would be 
entitled to rely on the fact that the re- 
venue raised by the tax law serves public 
purpose and that is its justification for 
being treated as a reasonable restriction 
on the individoalb fundamental right 
under Art 19 (1) (g). AIR 1964 SC 925, 
Foil (Para 15) 

(B) Constitution of India, Pre. — Tax- 
ing statutes — Interpretation — Constitu- 
tional validity — Violation of Art. 14, 19 
or 301 — Power to strike down is to be 
exercised with circumspection. 

Ibe power conferred on the TTipb Court 
to strike down a taxing statute if It con- 
travenes the provisions of Art 14. 19 or 
301 has to be exercised with drcumspec- 
tion. bearing in mind that the power of ' 
the State to levy taxes for the purpose of 
governance and for carrying out its wel- 
fare activities is a necessary attribute of 
sovereignty ai:d in that sense, it Is a 
power of paramoxint character. ATO 1964 
SC 925. Foa (Para 14) 

(C) Constitution of India, Art. 246 — 
Delegated legislation — J. & R. Passenger 
Taxation Act (12 of 1963). S. 10 — - 
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or botH of the Ordinance, some of them 
also for offences under other laws, such 
as Sections 143, 147, 294, 323, 341, 353, 448 
and ^506 of the Indian Penal Code and 
Section 25 of the Indian Telegraph Act. 
On the 24th December, the State Govern- 
ment decided to withdraw cases not in- 
volving serious personal violence or des- 
truction of property and it directed the 
Inspector-General of Police to "take im- 
mediate action for the withdraw^ of the 
cases accordingly through the Public 
Prosecutors concerned.” Accordingly to- 
wards the end of January or early in 
February 1969, applications were made to 
the several Courts by the Public Prosecu- 
tors concerned (namely, the Assistant 
Public Prosecutors in charge of the cases) 
omder Section 494 of the Criminal Pro- 
cedme Code for the necessary consent. 
In most of the cases the applications were 
allowed despite opposition by the com- 
plainants who appeared by counsel; and 
the accused persons were acquitted. The 
complainants have come up in revision 
against the grant of the consent and the 
consequent acquittal We are here deal- 
ing with sixteen such, cases, CrL R. P. 
Nos. 201 to 206 being in respect of em- 
ployees of the Accountant General’s 
Office, Trivandrum, and the rest, of em- 
ployees of the Posts and Telegraphs de- 
partment. 

2. Section 4‘9'4, Criminal Procedure 
Code, runs as follows: 

"Any public prosecutor, may. with the 
consent of the Court, in cases tried by 
Jury before the return of the _ verdict, 
end in other cases before the judgment 
Ss pronounced, withdraw from the pro- 
secution of any person either generally 
or in respect of any one or more of the 
offences for which he is tried; and, upon 
such withdrawal, — 

(a) if it is made before a charge has 
been framed, the accused shall be dis- 
charged in respect of such offence or of- 
foncBs* 

(b) if it is made after a charge has 
been framed, or when under this Code no 
charge is required, he shall be acquiued 
in respect of such offence or offences. _ 

As pointed out by the Supreme Court in 
State of Bihar v. Bam Naresh Pandey, 
APR 1957 SC 389 two tilings are c^r 
from a plain reading of the section. The 
first is that the power to ivithdraw is 
conferred on the Public Prosecutor and 
on no one else; and, although tins is an 
executive power, it is a_ power which he 
must exercise in the light of_ his own 

■ judgment and not at the dictation of some 
other authority, however high. That be- 
in" so, tile discus-sion at the bar as to 
whether the executive power in respect 
of this matter is vested in the State b> 
reason of, "ndmlnistrataon of justice 
ing in the State List, and, ' Criminal Pro- 
1970 Ker./ll VII G — 27 


cedure, mcluding all matters included in 
the Code of Criminal Procedure at the 
co^encement of this Constitution" 
bemg in the Concurrent List, or whether 
“ vested in the Union by reason of. 
Union Public Services” being in the 
Umon list seems to be largely beside the 
^int. So also whether, even if the power 
f^ within the executive power of the 
Union, Article 256 (subject to any direc- 
tion given thereunder by the Central 
Government none has, in fact, been given) 
^d Article 258 (2) (in the light of the 
decisions in Emperor v. Sibnath BanerjL 
MR 1945 PC 156 and Anant Baburao v. 
State, AIR 1967 Bom 109 would not con- 
fer executive power on the State. For, 
there can be no question of the executive 
power, either of the Union or of the 
State, being exercised contrary to law; 
and when, as we have seen, the law con- 
fers the power of withdrawal on the 
Public Prosecutor, that means that that 
power must be exercised by the Public 
Prosecutor and by no one else, 

3. The second thing that is clear from 
a plain reading of the section is that the 
power or withdrawal conferred on the 
Public Prosecutor is not an absolute 
power. He can withdraw from the pro- 
secution only with the consent of the 
Court and this curb is placed on his 
power in order to ensure that the power 
is not abused, in other words, is not exer- 
cised for improper reasons or to serve 
improper ends. 

4. The quesfions that arfse before us 
then are: First, was the power in these 
cases in fact exercised by the Public Pro- 
secutor in the light of his own judgment; 
and, secondly, was the grant of consent 
by the Courts proper, in other words, vms 
the application for withdrawal made 
on proper groimds and was there 
material placed before the Court to 
ST’bstantiate those grounds. If eitlier 
question is ansivered in the negative, 
tbese petitions, it seems to us, must be 
allowed, 

5. The order made by the State Gov- 
ernment on the 24th December, 19G8 runs 
thus: 

"Consistent with the policy of Govern- 
ment in relation to masi agitation and 
strike, it has been decided to withdraw 
with the leave of the court the cases 
regikered in connection with the Central 
Government Employees strike on the 19lh 
September, 1953 except tho.so involving 
serious personal violence or destruction 
of property. It is ordered accordingly. 

TIjc In.spector-GcncraI of Police^ will 
lake immediate action for the wilhuraw:!! 
of the ca.'^es accordingly through the 
Public Prosecutors concerned." 
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A. IB. 


This order, it seems to tis, shows scant 
respect for the law and is in disregard 
of the duty and the responsibili^ ol the 
Slate Government to enforce the law. It 
must be remembered that the Public Pro* 
secutors in these cases are not indepen- 
dent members of the legal profession but 
full time Government servants working 
under the immediate control and direc- 
tion of the District Collectors, themselves 
subordinates of the Government. In aD 
the applications for withdrawal, this order 
of the Government was mentioned as a 
ground for withdrawal — to many of them 
a copy of the order was appended — and 
we are sure that, in the drcumstances, 
every one of the Public Prosecutors must 
have felt himself bound by the order to 
withdraw from the prosecution irrespec- 
tive of his own views in matter, the 
only matter left for his derision being 
whether the case involved "serious per- 
sonal violence or destruction of proper^”, 
whatever might be meant by the qualifi- 
cation. "serious”. 

• 6. The State Government does not aj>- 
pear to have appreciated that there can 
be no questioo of executive poli<y in a 
region covered by the law. The only 
valid policy, U policy It can be called 
and therefore the only relevant policy, ia 
the policy of the law. The law must be 
enforced whatever be the views the exe- 
cutive might entertain. The policy, such 
as it is, disclosed by the State Govern- 
ment’s order is clearly opposed to the 
law. The law, namely, Essential 

Services hlaintenance Ord^nce. 1968, 
msjres certain acts, whether they do or 
do not involve personal violence or dis- 
Iruclion of prope rty , punishable. Its very 
purpose is to prevent strikes in essentij 
services by prohibiting them on threat of 
penalty. That a strike is the result of 
mass agitation is obviously an aggravating 
rather than an extenuating factor, for. in 
sucl* a case, the greater wotild be the 
Iharm which the law seeks to prevent, 
hlass agitation is not a cover for all sins; 
cn the contrary, it often makes the sin 
more harmful; and to say that it is the 
pcUcy of the Government in relation to 
mass agitation and strikes that, for' no 
other reason than that the offences were 
committed in the course of a mass agita- 
tion or a strike, offenders against the law 
should not be proceeded against — and 
that is what the withdrawal of the cases 
against them amounts to — except in cases 
involving serious peraonal violence or 
destruction of property, is nothing bof a 
deffance of the law. It is little use ex- 
daiming (apparently xrith reference to 
material that has not been placed before 
us) that the Central Government was 
also guilty of like defiance when, it is 
Raid, it directed that Important public 
men or leaders ol political parties rirould 


not be arrested for offences against the 
Crdinance notwithstanding t^t the Ordi- 
nance, by section 7 thereof, makes such 
offences cognizable. 


7. What would you make of a policy 
which, for example, directed that per- 
eons committing the offences of rioting 
and simple hurt ^ould not be proceed- 
ed against merely because the offenders 
are large in number and have sup- 
port and a continuing motive, as if these 
were factors bringing the case within 
some exception of the Indian Penal Coda 
Instead of being, as they really are, ag- 
gravating factors because both the harm 
actually caused and the chances of re- 
petition are greater? Would you not say 
that it is an unlawful policy lending en- 
couragement to the commission of further 
offences? And would you not be appre- 
hensive that, given the values infonning 
such a policy, if it is simple hurt that is 
condoned today, it might well be griev- 
ous hurt tomorrow, and, who knows 
what the day after. 

8. The State Government’s order. Itis 
clear, discloses so legitimate ground for 
the withdrawal of the cases. The appU- 
catioos for withdrawal made fo ^ese 
cases, though made by different persozxs. 
are in substance the same. We shall set 
out in full the application in Cr. R. P, 
No. 205 of 1969. which it Is agreed, makes 
out the best case, 11 case there be, fora 
withdrawal: 


•'!. Application made by the Assistant 
Public Prosecutor. Grade I, Trivandrma, 
under section 494 of the CrL P. C. for 
consent of the court to withdraw from 
the prosecution of the above case. 

2. I am to charge of the prosecution of 
the accused in the above case. 


3. ’The accused, 39 In number have 
been charge-sheeted by the Central Crime 
Police under section 5 of the E. S M. 
Ordinance, 1968. 

4. ’Tbe aJlegation Tit the charge-riieet 
is that on 19-9-1968 at 10 a m the accus- 
ed assembled in front of the main gate 
of the Accountant General's Office and 
obstructed the loyal officers who namts 
for work. The accused al» strack work 
and instigated and incited the other 
workers to strike work as a part of thrir 
agitation against the Central Government, 

5. The strike was organised arid 
resorted to by large section of Central 
Government employees for the purpose 
of getting Ihedr service conditions im- 
proved in terms of a charter of 
placed before the Central Government by 
various unions of the Central Govern- 
ment employees, 

6. Due to lapse of time and change <3 
attitude of the Central Government on the 
one hand and the employees on the other 
during the interval understanding and 
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good-wiH have been considerably restor- 
^ and the situation has become more or 
less normal. The Central Government 
also have expressed its view to consider 
the position of its employees favourably. 

7. It appears that the restoration of 
peace and good feelings between the em- 
ployees and the Central Government will 
be promoted by the withdrawal of the 
case not involving serious personal vio- 
lence or destruction of property. 

8. The Government of Kerala also has 
considered the matter and have express- 
ed their view that cases arising in con- 
nection with the strike on 19-9-1968, ex- 
cept tliose invohdng serious personal vio- 
lence or destruction of property be with- 
drawn. 

9. A reading of the charge will con- 
vince that the accused have not committ- 
ed any offence (on the date of occturence) 
involving any destruction of property or 
any personal violence against C. Ws. 1 
and 2. Now they have called off their 
strike. For the existence of much more 
peaceful atmosphere and friendship be- 
tween the employees in the office the 
withdrawal from the prosecution of this 
case at this stage seems to be necessary. 

10. I have examined all the aspects in 
particular the facts of this case and be- 
ing the person in charge of the prosecu- 
tion of this case I am of the view that 
considering all the circumstances in pa^- 
cular the absence of any features which 
may render withdrawal of the case objec- 
tionable in law, interest of justice require 
that this case be withdrawn. 

11. To the best of my knowledge there 
Ss no material on record in the case ot 
any other grounds which_ stand in the 
way of the court in according permission 
to withdraw from the prosecution of the 
above case, 

12. I'or the reasons stated above, it is 
humbly prayed that the court may be 
pleased to grant permission to me to 
withdraw from the prosecution of the 
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cretion and before granting consent, it 
must be satisfied that the grounds stated 
for the withdrawal are proper grounds, 
grotods which, if true, w'ould make the 
withdrawal a furtherance of, rather than 
M hindrance to, the object of the law. 
Fuller, that there is material to subst- 
antiate the grounds alleged, though not 
necessarily material gathered by the judi- 
cial method. 

10. One of the well-established grounds 
on which a withdrawal can properly be 
based is that there is no evidence in the 
case which would warrant a conwction. 
In such a case it would certainly not 
further the object of the law to harass 
the accused and waste the time of the 
court, the witness, the prosecution and 
the defence by going on with the case. 
But in none of the cases we are here con- 
sidering is the withdrawal based on suci 
a ground, 

11. We shall now proceed to consider 
the grounds, such as they are, stated in 
the application which we have set out in 
fulL Paragraphs 1 to 4 of the applica- 
tion only contain statements of fact and 
have no bearing on the question of with- 
drawal excepting that the appHcatioh is 
made by the Public Prosecutor in charge 
of the case. Paragraph 5 is probably not 
intended as a ground for withdrawal even 
if it echoes the State Government’s order 
of the 24th December 1968, However 
that might be, the very object of the law 
being to prohibit and punish stril:es 
"organised and resorted to by large sec- 
tions of Central Government employees 
for the purpose of getting their service 
conditions improved in terms of a charter 
of demand placed before the Central Gov- 
ernment by various unions of the Cen- 
tral Government employees”, that can 
scarcely be a ground on which a vath- 
drawal can be sought. The grounds 
stated in paragraphs 6 and 7 of the ap- 
plication would no doubt be relevant and 
proper grounds were they well-founded. 
But. it seems to us that there is no mate- 


above case. 

9. It is difficult to formulate a gene- 
ral principle for determining the gromtM 
on whicli a Public Prosecutor may 
limately seek \vithdrawal, or, looked ^ 
from another angle, the groimds on wWen 
tire Court can properly grant or vuthhola 
its consent. The only general test we cm 
thinli of, namely, that consent should be 
vdthhcld if the witlidrawal -.vould tend 
to further the mischief the law seds to 
prevent and tliat it should be grmted h 
it is lil-.cly to have the opposite effect, is 
too general to bo ofmudi use in practice 
But, as in most such matters, tliere inign. 
be no great difficulty in reaching a deci- 
sion on the facts of a particular cara 
llicre is none here. _ The court gives 
consent in the cxeraso of its juaickil cis- 


rial placed in respect of these grounds 
beyond the bare assertion of the Public 
Prosecutor; on the other Iiand, such 
material as there is. Is against this asser- 
tion. Lapse of time there has no doubt 
been; but the change of attitude on both 
sides and the restoration of good-will and 
normalcy alleged in paragraph 6 arc not 
matters for the Public Prosecutor’s sub- 
jecti%n satisfactio.T, If true, concrete 
facts substantiating the allegation should 
have been forthcoming; yet none are 
stated. And if the Central Government 
had Qxprer-sed any vicnem in Uie matter, 
one would have expected the orders or 
communications expressing tiiose adews 
to bo placed before the Court. No T.v.ch 
thing was done and r.o attempt vhat-o- 
ever was made to show hosv "the rehroa- 
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tion of peace and good feelings between 
the employees and the Cent^ Govern- 
ment will be promoted by the withdrawal 
ol the case not involving serious perscmal 
violence or destruction of property". The 
very fact that not merely did the Cen- 
tral Government not think fit to with- 
draw the order it had made on the 13A 
September 1968 imder section 3 of the 
Ordinance, but that, on the 28th Decem- 
ber, Parliament thought it necessary to 
replace the Ordinance by an Act the 
Essential Services Mainteimnce Act, 1968, 
and, by section 9 (2) thereof, to continue 
the order as if it were an order made 
under the Act, is ample Indication that 
there could have been no such change in 
the situation as to warrant the non-pro- 
secution of persons who had committed 
offences under the Ordinance. So the 
arctrmstance that officers of the Central 
Government, namely, the complainants in 
the^ cases, appeared before the Court 
and opposed the withdrawal of the pro- 
secutions. 

12. We may in this connection men- 
fion that it is pointed out that in none ol 
the ohjections filed by these complain- 
ants is it stated that they were opposing 
the applications for withdrawal under 
Instructions fr om the Central Govern- 
ment and ft is said that if the statements 
made by the Public Prosecutor as to the 
attitude of the Caitral Government and 
as to the rdatlons between the Central 
Government and its employees were un- 
founded, one would have expected the 
Central Government itself to oppose the 
applicatians and to have come up in revi- 
sion to this Court. It would no doubt 
have been better if the Central Govern- 
ment had done so— that the Central Gov- 
ernment as such is not a party to the 
proceedings In the courts b^w fs no 
impediment, for, in a matter of such 
public importance the EHgh Court can be 
expected to exercise its powers of revi- 
sion suo motu if there is sufficient ground 
for the exercise, and the locus standi of 
the person bringing the matter to the 
notice of the High Court would. In that 
case, be of no consequenc e - -and, posib ly, 
the critidsm that the Central Government 
has adopted an equivocal attitude is jus- 
tified. But we are qmte unahle to agree 
that this leads to the inference that the 
oppcation by the complainant Is due to 
some private spite, or. alternatively, that 
the Cent^ Government, chary of stepp- 
ing into the arena itself, is fighting some 
ulterior battle of its own making a cars 
paw of its subot^natea In any case, 
what we have to consider is whetiier 
there is any material at all to Eubstan- 
tiate the grounds stated. That, as we 
have seen, there Is not. 

13. The ground stated in paragraph' 8 
which, it seems to us, is the ground that 


compelled the applications for withdrawal 
fa. as we have ^en. not a legitimate 
ground. 

14. Coming to paragraph 9, the pe> 
sons referred to as C. Ws. 1 aad 2 there- 
in are the complainants in the case. They 
made the complaints as officers of tiie 
Central Government and not to vindicate 
any personal grievance of theirs and that 
they sirifered no persoMl injury seem to 
us altogether irrelevant. Nor was there 
any railing off of the strike. It was 
avowedly a one-day strike and It took its 
full course. 

15. The remaining paragraphs only 
stalti the conclusions reached by the 
Public Prosecutor and pray for consent 
to Withdraw from the prosecution, 

16. It is dear from what we have 
stotsd that both the <fvestioas that ws 
have pa^ in paragraph 4 above must 
be answered in the negative, 

17. We might perhaps state that our 
atteijtii«x has been drawn to some ded* 
dona which say that considerations of 
State policy are relevant on the ques- 
tion of grant of consent under Sec. 494 
of the Code. Apparently, the purpose is 
to show that the State Government's 
order of the 24th December. 1968 is an 
order based on policy consideratiozis. We 
have already shown that the policy set 
out therein being a policy opposed to the 
law cannot be t^en into consideration. It 
only remains to add that the word. 

State" as used in those decisions is not 
to be confused with, "State Government". 
It la used in the sense of the sovereign 
power; and the State policy rderred to is 
the polity of that Bnib of the sovereign 
power whose duties anH responsibilities 
are affected by the mischief to prevent 
which the law has created the offence, fii 
relation to the offences under the Tndian 
Fend Code It might well be that the 
limb is the State Government; but, in re- 
lation to the offences imder the E^ential 
Services hlaintenance Ordinance and the 
Indian Telegraph Act, there can be no 
doubt that the b'mh fs the Central Gov- 
ermoent. 

18. .We might mention that the locus 
standi of the petitioners to move us in 
revision has been questioned. As we have 
already indicated, this is not of any con- 
sequence. for, this Is a mattCT In which 
we Would have felt bound to act irrespec- 
tive of the locus standi of the petitioners. 

19. In the result we allow these petl- 
wng, set aside the orders of consent made 
by the courts below and the eccruittals 
consequent thereto. We direct that tiie 
accused persons concerned be retried by 
the District Magistrates hav^ Jurisdic- 
tion or by such other Magistrate of com- 
petent Jmisdiction other than the Magl»- 
txate who heard the in the first in- 
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stance, as the District 
direct. 


Ma^strate might 
Petitions allowed. 
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P. GOVINDAN NAIR, K. K MATHEW. 
AND T. s. krishnamoorthy; 
IYER, JJ. 

P. S, Menon, Petitioner v. State of 
Kerala and others. Respondents. 

O. P. Nos. 2078, 2303, 2591, 2600. 2709, 
2979 and 3057 of 1966, D/- 2-4-1969. 

(A) States Reorganisation Act (1956)', 
Ss. 115 (5), 117 — Matters relating to in- 
tegration of services resnlting from Stats 
reorganisation — Central Government is 
final authority. (Pt. conceded.) 

(xTcUrS O/ 

(B) Constitution of India, Art. 234 ~ 

Appointments of persons other than dis- 
trict judges to judiciary service — .Con- 
sultation with Public Sennce CommiKion 
and High Court -- Requites of — L^" 
ter to Government, hy Registrar m xngn 
Court for filling vacancies of District 
Munsifs — Direction therein 9“?; 

lifications as prescribed in 1^- 314 Md 31& 

•-of CivU Courts Guide — Puhbc Se^ce 
Commission prescribing those qualific^ 
tions for recruitment — Interview in pr^ 
sence of High Court Judge — Appou^ 
ments made by RajpramuMi m accordtmTO 
with selection list — : Article 33 ^^ subs - 
antially complied. (Para 12) 

(C) Constitution of India, 316 — 
State Public Service Coi^^ion ^eady 
constituted before 26-:L19oO continpmg 
worMng thereafter — Pica that appom ^ 
ment of its members is imt made wm 
pliance with Art. 316 — De facto .doctnne 
is attracted — Public pohey requires that 
nets done by do facto officers must be 
cSSi& v^d - Plea is not sustainable, 
and more so after lapse of long 

(D) Constitution of India, Art. 22G ~ 
Writ of quo warranto — 'v' 

— Permissibility — Petition by pub- 
iir sen-ant challenging scnion^ list -- 
Validity of constitution of Public Serwe 
Coram^sion cannot be questioned by way 
.Hocl. .n 

States Reorganisation Act (1S3G), 
-S ? 15 {I - Integration of services .after 
State reW-nnlsation — Equation 
of Muusifc of Madras State with those of 
Tr.w-ancorc-Cochin State - Adoption of 

,te oI - No '“'"'•‘g.'A™ "s'ofM) 
tion lla(a). 
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(F) States Reorganisation Act (1956), 
S. il5 (5) — ^Integration of Magistrates with 
civil judiciary — Creation of separate 
cadre and separate rules for them — No 
violation of principles of integration of 
services — Constitution of India, Art. 16. 

The creation of a separate cadre in civil 
judiciary for District Magistrates and Sub- 
Divisional Magistrates who were function- 
ing in the Travancore-Cochin area on the 
eve of the Act does not violate any of the 
provisions of the State Reorganisation Act 
and it cannot be said that the Munsifs 
coming from Madras State to Kerala are 
thereby treated in an unfair or in an in- 
equitable manner. As after the separa- 
tion of judiciary from executive promo- 
tions of the Magistrates to executive posts 
were closed and they could not also be in- 
tegrated with members of judiciary ser- 
vice, it was inevitable that there should be 
a separate cadre for such officers. In mat- 
ters of integration where persons working 
in different systems and in different 
States have to be integrated it is possible 
that all the hopes and expectations of 
those who are to be integrated may not be 
fiilfilled or realised. From this alone to 
posit that the principles settled are inequi- 
table is not proper or justified. (Para 42) 

Moreover merely because separate Rules 
are framed for Magistrates and they are 
allowed to reckon their service as _ Magis- 
trates while considering seniority in the 
cadre of Mimsif it cannot be said that 
Article 16 of the Constitution is violated. 
Article 16 does not guarantee that once a 
person has become a member of a service 
nothing will be done by the State Gov- 
ernment to alter what the members of the 
service consider to be their chances of 
promotion according to the rules pr^ail- 
ing at the time of recruitment. If this be 
so rules framed under Art. 309 can never 
be altered. AIR 1965 Punj 401, Folk 

(Para 44) 

(G) States Reorganisation Act (195G), 

S. 115(5) — Public serv-.mt bolding offi- 
ciating post on promotion and nko euIj- 
stantive lien of post of lower grade — In- 
clusion of bis name in seniority lists of 
both grades is necessary. AIR 19G4 SC 
13G1, Folk (Pnrn 47) 


(H) States Reorganisation Act (I93C), 
S. 115(5) — Intergration of employees -- 
Inter .so seniority of employees allotted 
from other State cannot he disturbed. 

(Para S3) 
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P. K. Boy SS 

(1905) AIR 1965 PiraJ 401 (V 52) “•! 

ILK (1955) 1 Punj 423 (FB). 

Brijlal Gosv.-ami v. State of 
Punjab 


A.LB. 

M. Raman Menon, for Respondent No. 13; 

K. N. Narayanan Nair, G. R. Panicker end 

N. Sudhakaran. for Respondent No. 14; 

P. K Shamsuddin. V. M. Kurien and E. 
Ebrahimkutty, for Respondent No. 15. 

In O. P. No. 2709 of 1966: 

K. Chandrasekharan and T. Chandrase- 
khara Menon. for Petitioner; Govt. Pleader 
lor Respondents Nos. 1, 3 and 4; C. San- 
karan Nair (Central Govt Pleader), forEe^ 
pondent No. 2; P. K. Kesavan Nair and 
K. N. Narayana Filial, for Respondent 
No. 5; S. EaWara Iyer, L. G. Potti. C. S. 
Rajan and P. Sankarankutty Nair, for 
Respondent No. 6; S. A. Nagendran, N. 
Krishna Pillai and P. A. Mohammed, for 
Respondent No. 7; E. M. Jacob, for Res- 
pondent No. 8. 

In O. P. No. 2979 of 1966; 

K. Ramakumar and P. Ramaranjan for 
Petitioner; C Sankaran Nair (Centi^ Gov- 
ernment Pleader), for Respondent No. Ij 
Govt Pleader, lor Respondents Nos. 2 and 
3; K. Velaytidhan Nair and T. K. M. 

6.^K. i ami a°S. 

. ...... ... ^ Atratom, for EeOTJndenfa Koi 5 

and 8; E. M. Jacob. S. A. Nagendraa. for 
Be^ndcnt No. 6;_S._A. Nagendraa. for i 
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(1964) AIR 1964 SC 1361 (V 51) “ 

(1964) 2 SCR 982, State of Rajasthan 
V. Ram Saran 47 

(1961) AIR 1961 Andh Pra 229 (V 48)=* 

ILR (1960) 2 Andh Pra 61. Y. Vasi^ 
devarao v. State of Andhra Pradesh 55 
aSSl) AIR 1951 SC 229 (V 38) •= 

1951 SCJ 318, B. Venkataramana v. 

State of Madras 55 

(1951) AIR 1951 Trav-Co. 45 (V 38)- 
1950 TCLR 306, Parameswaran 
Pillai Bbaskaran Pillai v. State 
Prosecutor 1^5 

In O. P. No. 2078 of 1966: 

K. T. Harindranath, K, Rama k umar. N. 

V. Prabhakaran. K. Chandrasekharan and 
T Chandrasekhara Menon. for Peti- 
tioner, Govt Pleader, for Respondents Nos. 

1 and 3; C. Sankaran Nair (Central Govt 
Pleader), lor Respondent No. 2:K. George 
Varghese^ Thomas V. Jacob, P- C. Joseph, 

S. V. Nagendran. N. Krishna Pillai and P- 
iC Mohammed, for Respondent No. 4; T. 

M. cierian. for Respondents Nos. 6 and 7; 

S. Easwara Iyer and L. G. Potti, for Re^ 
pondent Na 6; K, A. Gopalakrishnan and 
A. Chandrasekhara Menon, for Respondent 
No. 8. 

In O. P. No. 2303 of 1966: 

V. Sivaraman Nair. V. M. Nayanar ^di 
K. C. Sanlcaran. for Petitioner; C. Sanka- 
ranNair (Central Govt Pleader.) for Res- 
pondent No. 1: Govt Pleader, lor Resi- 
dent No, 2; T. M. Cberian. for Respondent 
No. 3; C. M. Devan, for Respondent No. 4. 

In O. P, No. 2591 ot 1966: 

K. Ramakumar. P. Ramaranjan, Chan- 
drasekharan and T. Chandrasekhi 
Menon. for Petitioner; Govt Plrader, for 
Kespondents No& 1 and 3; C. Sankaran 
Nair (Central Govt Pleader). forR^pon- 
dent No. 2; P. K. Kesavan Na^, IC N. 

Narayana PilM and M. Ravumida^ 

Menon. for Respondents Nos. 4 rad 8; b. 

Easwara Iyer, 1* G. Potti C S. Rajan, 
p. Sankarankutty Nair and E. Subiia- 
nioTn , for Respondents Nos.5 rad 16; S. 

A. Nagendran, M. IL Cherian, N. Krishra 
Pillai P. A. Mohammed and N. N. D, 

Pillai for Respondent No. 6; li R^nan 
Menon, for Respondent No. 
rian, for Restwndent No. 15; 

Menon, for Respondent No. 18. C. fit 
Devan. for Respondent No. 21. 

In O. P. No. 2600 of 1966: 

<^fl pfTrfl«a>VTinran. for Pfitltionen 
Govt Pleader, for Respondents Nos.^!. 3 
and 4: C. Sankaran Nair (Central Govt. 

Pleader), for Respondent No. 2; P. Ra^i^ 
fcrishnan. for Respondent No. 5; S. 
wara Iyer. L. G. Potti, CL S. Bajaiu ^ 

Subramaniam, T. L. Ananth^van and M 
Abraham, for Respondents Ncs. T, 8 rad 
10; S. A. Nagendr^ M. M. Cberian and 
P. A. Mohammed, for Respondent 
G. Viswanatha Iyer, for Bespondrat No. 

11; E. M. Jacob, for Respondent No. 12; 


Respondent No. 7; G. Viswanatha Iyer and 
K. £i Dcvsdathan for Respondent No. 9. 
In O. P. No. 3057 of 1966: 

&1 K. Narayana Menon, M. P. Menon, x 
K. A. Gopala Krishnan, A. Chandrase- 
khara Menon and O. K. Namboodiripad, 
for Petitioner; C. Sankaran Nair (Central 
Govi Pleader), for Respondent No. 1; Gov- 
ernment Pleader, for Respondents Nos. 2 
and 3; P, K. Kesavan Nair. K- N. Narayana 
Pillai and M. Ravinandana Menon, for 
Respondent No. 4; S. Easwara Iyer. L. G. 
Potti rad C, S. Rajan for Respondent No. 

5; S. A. Nagendran, for Respondent No. 6} 
E. M. Jacob, for Respondent No. 7. 

GOVINDAN NAm. J.: The petitioner 
ti each of these Writ Petitions was a 
member of the Madras State Judicial Ser- 
vice on 31-10-1956 the day prior to the 
"applied day” for the purposes of the 
States Reorganisation Aci 1956 (herein- 
after referred to as the Act), and they have 
all been allotted by orders pass^by the 
Central Government under Sections 115(2) 
and 115(3) ot the Aci to the Ker^ State, 
The petitions in one form or other chal- 
lenge the principles adopted in the inte- 
gration of the petitioners with their com- 
peers in the former State of Travancore-.-' 
Cochin, and these petitions were heard to- 
gether. 

2. The Act Is a law passed by Parlia- 
ment under the provisions of Articles 2, ■ 
3 rad 4 of the Constitution of India and 
Inter alia contains supplemental. Inciden- 
tal and consequential provisions relating 
to the integration of tiie personnel who 
are to form the members of the services 
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in the newly formed States. Kerala is a 
new Part A State comprising the terri- 
tories mentioned in Section _5 of the Act; 
the territories of the existing State of 
Travancore-Cochin. excluding the terri- 
tories transferred to the State of Madras 
by Section 4 of the Act; the territories 
comprised in Malabar district excluding 
the islands of Laccadive and Minicoy; md 
Kasarged taluk of South Kanara district. 
The petitioners were all serving in rela- 
tion to the affairs of the State of Madras 
and were working in the Malabar district 
of the State on 31-10-56. But for a provi- 
sional order rmder sub-section (2) of Sec- 
tion 115, they would have continued to 
serve in connection with the affa i rs of 
the principal successor State to the Mad- 
ras State, which is Madras State itself as 
defined in Section 2(m) of the Act. Orders 
were however passed under sub-section (2) 
of Section 115 of the Act by the Central 
Government requiring the petitioners to 
serve provisionally in connection with the 
affairs of the Kerala State. . Orders have 
also been passed under sub-section (3) of 
Section 115 of the Act determining Kerma 
State as the successor State to whiA the 
petitionsrs should be final ly allotted 
fixing 1-11-56 as the date from which such 
allotment should take effect. These ord^s 
need not detain us as the allotment of the 
petitioners to the State of Kerala, though 
against tlie wishes of the _ petitioners, ^ 
not impugned in these petitions. What^ is 
challenged in these writ petitions, as m- 
dicated earlier, is the meftod of integra- 
tion of the petitioners mth the Travan- 
core-Cochin. personneL ...... 

Very briefly stated the complamt is that 
there has not been fair md equitable 
treatment of the petitioners m the matter 
of iSSating them .rith the Travmcor^ 
Cochin personnel. This has been elaborat. 
ed vfith reference to the vanous o^ers of 
integration, the provisions of the Act. the 
principles adopted in the matter of mtegra- 
tion, alleged omission to implement the 
settled principles and orders, and it is even 
luS that the settled _ pnnaples and 
orders have been misapplied "i^ese vail 
be dealt with when considering the pomts 
raised in these petitions. 

3 We propose to deal with the^ petl- 

“u “of 

O P Ko 3 2303. 2709 and 3057 
.2f 1966 ? also' together, as the points raised 
therein are similar. 

O. P. Ko. 2591 of 1966 

4 The contention raised in thLs writ 
petition is that respondent 4 to who 
WCTO holding the posts of Judiaal Offi- 

in the State of Tmi'nncore-C^nn on 
^-10-1956 and who were mtejnated with 
the petitioner were not judicial officers 


duly appointed in accordance with the 
provisions of the Constitution and that 
tterefore th^ should not have been 
integrated with the petitioner and other 
persons allotted to Kerala State from the 
State _ of Madras. In dealing with thfg 
question, we will be referring to the par- 
ioes as they are arrayed in this original 
petition as aLo to the ei^bits in this 
original petition. If reference is made 
to any other exhibit or party in any of 
the other cases dealt with by this Judg- 
ment, this will be specifically stated. Out 
of respondents 4 to 21. 4 to 13 were ap- 
pointed between 26-10-50 and 3-10-53. On 
3-10-53 rules were made under Art 234 
of the Constitution and respondents 14 to 
21 were those appointed in accordance 
with those rules between the dates 3-10- 
53 and 1-11-56. Respondents 4 to 19! 
have been raniced above the petitioner in 
the final integrated gradation list Ext 
PIO dated 26-3-66. It is urged that res- 
pondents 4 to 19 should not find a place 
at all in the final integrated gradation 
list as they were not and cannot be treat- 
ed as members of the judicial service. 
Alternatively it has also been contended 
that in any event they should not be 
given ranking above the petitioner and 
others who belonged to a validly consti- 
tuted judicial service. To reckon them 
as members of the judicial service and 
rank them above the petitioner and others 
is neither fair nor equitable and is there- 
fore violative of section 115 (5) of the 
Act. This sub-section runs thus: 

"115 (5) The Central Government may 
by order establish one or more Advisory 
Committees for the purpose of assisting it 
in regard to — 

(a) the division and integration of the 
services among the new States and the 
States of Andhra Pradesh and Madras; 
cmd 

(b) the ensuring of fair and equitable 
treatment to all persons affected by the 
provisions of this section and the proper 
consideration of any representations made 
by such persons.” 

5. Arguments were also advanced on 
tlie questions as to whether the Central 
Government is the original and exclusive 
authority in the matter of inte.gration of 
services or whether it was only an ap- 
pellate authority or whetiier it was only 
an authoriti' entitled to give directions as 
envisaged by section 117 of the Act leav- 
ing the matter of integration to the State 
Govenunents which are under tile provi- 
sions of Articles 162 and 309 read with 
Entrv 3 in List 11 of the Seventh Sche- 
dule "to the Constitution entitled to make 
profusions in relation to its services and 
tlie members of those rem'ctcs. Decisions 
taking conflicting view.s were dted boiorc 
us. But we consider it unnecc-ssarr to go 
into tills question in detail an it was not 
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Idlsputed before us by any of the ^ti- 
tioners or by the re^wndents m th«6 
Ipetitions that the final authority in the 
matter of integration of services r^im- 
ing from the States reorganisation eilect- 
edby the Act is the Central GovemmenL 
We will therefore proceed on the b^ 
that the ensuring of fair and eqinUble 
Itreatment envisaged by sub-section^ (5)oi 
section 115 of the States Reorganisation 
[Act must be by the Central Government. 

6. The gamut of the arguments in this 
case turned on the alleged violation of 
Article 234 of the Constitution, That Arti- 
cle is in these terms 

”234. Appointments of persons other 
than district judges to the Judidal service 
of a State shall be made by the Gover- 
nor of the State in accordance with rul« 
made by him in that behalf after consul- 
tation with the State Public Service Com- 
mission and with the High Court «era^^ 
fng jurisdiction in rdation to such State. 

7. According to the petitioner rules m 
envisaged by the Article were framed 
the Governor of the State only on 2-10- 
53. In relation to the appointments of 
respondents 4 to 13. who were appointed 
before 3-10-53. it is therefore urged tMt 
they have not been appointed in acwm- 
fin i:* with the rules framed jmder Am- 
de 234 of the Constitution. There Is also 
the further argument that ttere wm no 
properly constituted PubUe Ser^ce 
mlsrion In the Travancore-<:ix^ State 
before 1-11-56 and that therefore the 
rules, if any. that were applied were not 
those framed after consultation vnth Uie 
Public Service Commission. Even m rela- 
tion to the appointments after 2-10-53 tt 
Is urged that the appointments camoi “ 
deemed as validly made under Art 234 
because the rules were fram^ after 
suiting the members of the caliea 
Public Service Commission which com- 
mission was not duly or properly con- 
futed in accordance with the provisions 
of the Constitution and the laws. 

8 It is clear fr om the Article that 
what is required by its terms in the mat- 
ter of con^tation is about the rules that 
are proposed to be framed. This consul- 
tation must be with the State ^blic Ser- 
vice Commission and the Btah Coi^ 
exercising jurisdiction in the State. In 
^ res^ Art 234 is different from 
Article 233; the latter requiring consulta- 
tion with the High Court in the m^r rf 
appointment of each and every Distnct 
Judge. 

9. Rules, purporting to be under Arti- 
cle 234 of the Constitution, were admit- 
tedly framed and published, only on 2- 
10-53 Regarding the appointments that 
have been made to the Subordinate Jud^ 
dal Service between the dates 26-1-50 
and 2-10-53. the contention raised on be- 
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half of the State Government and the 
Central Government, respondents 1 and 2 
to writ petition, as well as some of 
the other respondents', is that the ap 
pointments in question have been made 
in accordance with the rules contained ^ 
what is called the Civil Courts Guide 
(Rules 314 and 315 thereof) which were 
In force in the former Travancore-Cochu 
as well as what is contained in Order 2. 
of ihe Standing Orders of Cochin applica 
ble to the former Cochin State. Thes 
provisions, it is urged, are laws. It i 
further urged that these laws have beei 
kept in force by sections 3 and 4 of th 
Travancore-Cochln A dminis tration an' 
Application of Laws Act (VI of 1125), and 
Article 313 of the Constitution. These 
rules which are laws will do duty for the 
rules that can be framed imder Article 
234 of the Constitution till such rules are 
framed. So even In the absence of rules 
made under Article 234, the appointments 
of respondents 4 to 21 cannot be challeng- 
ed. Regarding the appointments made 
after 3-10-53 it is urged that they were 
In accordance with the rules imder Arti- 
de 234. and therefore no question of In- 
validity arises, 


In relation to the contention that there 
was no properly constituted Public Ser- 
vice Commission in the State of Travas: 
eore-Cochin. it is urged that the ^bUt 
Service Commission that has been func- 
tioning in the State had been validly ep 
pointed, and .an alternative contentios 
has also been raised by the first respon- 
dent. the State of' Ker^ and the respon- 
dents 6 and 8 that in these proceeding: 
for the issue of writ of quo warranto a: 
against respondents 4 to 21, no point cac 
be raised about the validity of the con- 
stitution of the Public Service Commis- 
rion or the appointment of the members 
of the Commissioa as this wUl amount to 
a collateral attack on the Public Service 
Commission and its members who were 
admittedly discharging the functions oi 
the Public Service Conimission purport- 
ing to have been duly constituted 

10. Article 313 read with Article 366 
(10) provides for the continuance of the 
laws in force immediately before the 
commencement of the Constitution ”ap 
plicable to any public service or any post 
which continues to exist after the com- 
mencement of this Constitution, as service 
or post under a State so far as they are 
conristent with the provisions of this Con-J 
stitution.” And laws will include all 
Rules and Regulations passed or made 
before the commencement of the Consti- 
tution by any authority or person hav- 
ing i»wer to make the rule or regula- 
tion. If the Civil Courts’ Guide and the 
Standing Orders of Cochin are either 
laws or regulations made by a compe- 
tent authority, then they will continue to 
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be in force even after the Constitution. 
But it is turged that neither the Civil 
Courts’ Guide nor the Standing Orders 
of Cochin are laws or even Rules and 
Regulations purporting to have the force 
of law as the respective Maharajas did 
not even profess to exercise their law- 
making power in making the Civil Coxirts’ 
Guide and passing the Standing Orders. 

It is also urged that the provMons con- 
fained in the rides framed on 3-10-1953 
are against the terms of Article 234 as 
they have not been framed after consul- 
tation with the Public Service Commis- 
Qon. We do not consider that we should 
deal with this question in this case or 
with the question as to whether the Public 
Service Commission had been didy con- 
stituted for we are of the view that ttere 
has been substantial compliance with the 
provisions of Article 234 of the Constitu- 
tion in the matter of appointamt of re^ 
pondents 4 to 21 as contended byjhenrrt 
respondent and respondents 6 and 8 and 
that the petitioners are not entitled to 
question tiie validity or otherwise of the 
constitution of the Public Service Com- 
mission and the appointment of its mem- 
bers as this will amount to a collatCTm 
attack on the constitution of the_ :^bhc 
Service Commission and the appomtment 
of its members. 


11. What has been done in the matt» 
of appointments of respond^ts _4 to p 
has been detaded in the affidawt of fte 
■first respondent and some of the_othCT 
respondents. On the 14th Jime, 19o^fte 
Registrar of the Travancore-Cod^ Higti 
Court wrote to the Chief Secretary 'to 
Government in these terms. 

"As vacancies in the cadre of District 
Munsiifs are likely to arise ^ J^e ne^ 
future, I am directed to request that Gov- 
ernment may be pleased to direct the 
Public Service Commission to a 

panel of twelve persons for appomtorat 
L District Munsiffs. The Commission 
may be asked to inform the Registrar of 
the High Court the date fixed for inter- 
viewing candidates so that a Judge of 
Se High Court may.be deputed to be 
present at the interview. 

Till the new Rules am ^r^rf. the qua- 
lifications prescribed in B^es 31^ 
of the Civil Courts’ Gmde for the post 
of District klunsiffs may be adop.cd 
(Relevant extract appendeo). 

The Public Service Commission publi- 
shed a notification dated 2^h June, 
in the Travancore-Cochm Gazetie. dated 
4th July. 1950 extracting tne relevant 
parts of Rules 314 and 315 of the Qwl 
Guide. Tnese parts extracted, 
^tailed the qualifications prescnbeo .m 
Rule 314 as also the proportion , in vvhich 
KsH* tovc <o 
the services und the Bar. Tnls i_aer 


provMon regarding the proportion became 
unnecessary because the recruitment was 
confined to the members of the Bar at 
the instance of the Travancore-Cochin 
High Court. At the time of the inter- 
view of the candidates, a Judge of the 
Travancore-Cochin High Court sat with 
the members of the Public Service Com- 
mission; the list of the candidates so 
selected was sent to the Govemmen'fc, and 
after considering the list, the Rajpra- 
mukh appointed the twelve persons men- 
tioned in the notification C. J. 4/11946/50/ 
CS dated 12th October. 1950 publi^ed in 
the Travancore-Cochm Gazette dated 17- 
10-1950. 


12. As we indicated earlier, the con- 
sultation with the High Court and the 
Public Commission envisaged by Article 
234 is about the rules that are to be made 
for the purpose of appointment of per- 
sons other than District Judges to the 
Judicial service. These rules can only 
provide for the qualifications of the eligi- 
ble candidates, the age limits if any, and 
possibly the categories of eligible candi- 
dates from among whom the Section will 
have to be made. The letter sent by the 
Registrar of the Travancore-Cochin High 
Court stated specifically that the qualifi- 
cations of the candidates must be those 
prescribed in Rules 314 and 315 of the 
Civil Courts’ Guide, These have been 
stated in. the notification published in the 
Gazette on the 4th July, 1950 by the 
Public Service Commission. The Public 
Service Commission has therefore also 
approved all these qualifications. The 
Governor men'tioned in Article 234 must 
be read as the Rajpramukh by vtirtue of 
Article 238 (1) as Travancore-Cochin State 
was a Fart B State at that time and the 
appointments have been made by the 
Rajpramukh in accordance with the rules 
regarding qualifications prescribed by 
Rules 314 and 315 of the Cml Courts’ 
Guide which were accepted by him in 
consultation with the Public Sendee Com- 
mission and the High Court, t^'e are 
satisfied that there has thus been .sub- 
stantial compliance with the provisions of 
Article 234 of the Constitution and tho| 
appointments made cannot be said to be- 
invalid as infringing that Article. 


13, It was suggested at the time of the 
arguments that the appointments made 
were against the prosnsions of Articles 1-5 
and 1C of the Constitution in that the 
principle of communal rotation that was 
in vogue in the State and which is rcfe.’T- 
c-d to in Rule 315 of the CiwT Courts 
Guide was applied in the matter of r-'Ie.c- 
tio.-i and appeinto'^-’^* oi , Mun.tiff-T. 

mere is notliing m the letter of t le Tra- 
wmcorc-Cochin High Court dated !-=■&- 
loso or in the notification publi.'hed bv 
th« Public Service Cam.mimio.n i.nvrting 
applications to indicate that cemmu.nai 
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rotation was adopted In the 
selection and appointment of Mun sif ^ 
The letter as well as the notification made 
it clear that it is only that 
Buies 314 and 315 that deals with tte 
qualifications prescribed for the candi- 
dates that has been adopted In the mat- 
ter of selection. No specific averment 
has been made that any particular p^ 
son Eot preferential appointment by the 
adoption of the prmdple of commun^ 
rotation and that any other person who 
should have obUined the place b^use 
of his superior merit lost the chmce. 
This being a selection, confined to thwe 
who applied for the posts and the peti- 
tioner being not a person who was ^ a^ 
plicant. we do not think he is entitled to 
raise this point at all. Even otherwise m 
the absence of speafic pleadings the mat- 
ter cannot be enquired into. We ^ also 
not satisfied that the prinaple of c^- 
munal rotation was adopted in the matter 
of selection. 

14. The only other question arising is 
about the edstence of a validly consti^ 
ted Public Service Comi^on 
members. By Ordinance No. VI of 112^ 
the United SUte ^of Trav^wre 
Cochin Public Service Commission Ord- 
nance. 1124. the PubUc SerriMOtinmis- 
^ lor the United State of Tmvaneom 
and Cochin was constituted^Md Pjo^- 
doQ was made lor the ccmposiUon of the 
of the Public Service 
regarding their 

nance admittedly continued \n fora ^ 
the 16th January. 1950. . 

plry. Act 1 of 1950. the Umted State of ^ 
vancoreand Cochin Public Semce 
mission (Continuance) 1950 
ed providing that the Public Serwre Com- 
imssion constituted under 
VI of 1124 p ball continue till the 26m 
day of January, 1950 “and function m 
the same manner and to the same erfent 
and subject to the sara 
heretofore,” In the Travancore<U^ 
Ga 2 ette dated 7th Febru^. 1950 a noU- 
fiStion No. S3-20679/49/CS dated 25th 
January. 1950 reading as under. 

"His Highness the Baj Pramukh has 
been pleased to re-appoint Sn Rama 
Varma Thampuran and Sri B. V. 
as Members of the State Public Sctviw 
C ommission, on their emstmg salary for 
a term of six years with effect from the 
26 tWanLry. 1950. or until they at^ 
toe age of s^. whichever is earlier was 
published.” 

15. By another notification da^ 
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Service Commission for each State and 
provision will have effect from 26-1- 
50, the date on whidi the Constitution 
ram«» into force. There is no need there- 
fore to con^tute a Public Service Com- 
mission thereafter. All that is required 
Is to appoint its members as envisaged 
by Artde 316 of the Constitution, sub- 
to the restrictions contained In that 
Article. Under this Article as far as the 
Travancore-Cochin State Is concemei 
the authority to appoint the Chairman and 
members of the Public Service Commission 
of the State is vested in the Baj Pr amukh . 
The appointment of Shri Bamavarma 
Thampuran and Shri R. V, Tho ma s by 
the Baj Pramukh would therefore be a 
valid appointment of the members of the 
Commission if it was done on the 26th 
January. 1950. But it is urged that the 
notification published in the Gazette 
dated 7to June, 1950 is actually dated 
25th January. 1950 and therefore the ap- 
pointment was not under the Constitu- 
tion. The respondents however urged 
toat the notification has spedficallv stat- 
ed that the appointments of the members 
mentioned therein were with effect only 
fr om the 26th January. 1950 as stated in 
the Botification and that the notification 
was published in the Gazette only on the 
7th February, 1950 long after the Consti- 
tution came into force and so the appoint- 
ments were validly made under the Con- 
stitution. That the members appointed 
by the Baj Pramukh functioned as the 
members of the Public Service Cottimls- 
rion and discharged effectively the duties 
of the Public Service Commission during 
the entire period 26th January, 1950 to 
1-11-1956 is not disputed before us. In 
these circumstances, what is called thede 
SzfAo doctrine, we consider, must apply. 


the Travancore-Cochin 
Shri Bamavama 


50 publi^ed in 
Gazette dated 14-3-50 

Thampuran mentioned : — ^ 

fication was appointed as C hairm : m arf 
Shri V Kunhtorishnan as a m^ber to 
Ms place. Article 315 «>e 

tion enjoins that there shall be a Public 


This doctrine was engrafted as a mat- 
ter of policy and necessity to protect the 
interest of the Public and individuals in- 
volved in the offidal acts of persons 
exercising the duty of an officer without 
actually being one in strict point of law. 
But although these officers are not offi- 
cers de jure they are by virtue of the 
particular circumstances, officers, in fact, 
whose acts, public policy reqitires should 
be considered valid. (See American Juris- 
prudence. Volume 4^ Section 470 under 
the heading De Facto Officers). Apart 
from this, toe petitioner cannot in this 
writ petition be permitted to raise the 
point that there has been no properly 
constituted Public Service Commission 
and no properly appointed members 
thereof as this will amount to a collateral 
attadc on the Public Service Commission 
and its members. Tte second prayer In 
this petition is for toe Issue of a writ of 
quo warranto against respondents 4 to 21- 
Tbe other prayers are incidental to this 
zeliel. ^ere is thus no direct attack 
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against the members of the Public Sen- 
dee Commission. Even if there was a 
^rect attack by the petitioner as a citizen 
the acts of the Public Service Commis- 
Qon have to be protected on the basis of 
doctrine at this distance of 
tune. The consultation made with the 
membCTs of the Public Service Commis- 
^ actually functioned before 3-10- 
53 when rules were framed under Arti- 
ae 234 of the Constitution and at the 
■fime of the framing of the rules imder 
l^ticde 234 of the Constitution must 
therefore be taken to be consultations 
With the Public Service Commission duly 
constituted. The principle that there fan 
be no collateral attack has been dealt 
with by the Travancore-Cochin High 
Court in the decision in Parameswaran 
Pillai Bhaskaran Pillai v. State Prosecu- 
tor, reported in AIR 1951 Trav Co 45. 
After an elaborate survey of the law of 
the subject it was held: 

"The right of a de facto Judge to hold 
his office is not open to question nor is 
his jurisdiction subject to attack in a col- 
lateral proceeding. . . .To raise the com- 
petency of the Chief Justice to hear and 
decide certain appeals when they were 
taken up for hearing or in the proceed- 
ing for leave to appeal to the Supreme 
Court against that judgment or in the 
appeal before the Supreme Court would 
amount to collateral attack,” 

The particular case arose on an applica- 
tion for leave to appeal to the Supreme 
Court from a judgment of the Travan- 
core-Cochin High Court and one of the 
groimds raised in that application was 
that the Chief Justice of the High Court 
was not validly appointed. This conten- 
tion was negatived The principle of the 
decision must apply to the facts of this 
case as welL No dedaon was cited before 
us which has taken a different view. 

16. It was finally suggested that the 
petitioner has been discriminated in that 
compliance with Article 234 was insisted 
upon in his case and relaxed so far as 
the respondents 4 to 21 are concerned. 
This contention cannot stand as we have 
foimd that even in the case of respon- 
dents 4 to 21 Article 234 has been com- 

E lied with and their appointments also 
ave been therefore made in accordance 
•with the pro'visions of that Article. 

17. The orders Exts. P4 and P9 can- 
not be impugned. Nor is the petitioner 
entitled to any of the other reliefs pray- 
ed for. THs -writ petition fails. "We dis- 
miss tills petition but direct the parties 
to bear their respective costs. 


(G. Nair J.) [Prs. 15-19] Ker. Tit 

•^der rule 11 (2) of the Madras State 
Judicial Service Rules, ffis appointment 
was regularised -with effect from 23-6- 
1955. In the preliminary integrated gra- 
dation list published in the Kerala Gazet- 
te No. 24 dated I2th June. 1962, Part I, 
the rank of the petitioner "was shovm as 
No. 57 and those of respondents 4 to 8 
over whom the petitioner claims senio- 
rity were shoivn as 58, 60, 61, 64 and 65 
respectively. Respondents 4, 6 and 8 
inade representations against the ranking 
given to them below the petitioner in the 
preliminary integrated gradation list as 
on 1-11-1956. The claim of these respon- 
dents that they should be ranked above 
the petitioner •was accepted by the Cen- 
tral Government and orders were issued 
accordingly. 

Apparently consequent on this, when 
the final integrated gradation list was 
published in the Gazette dated 24-5-1966 
the petitioner’s rank was sho^wn as No. 67 
and those of respondents 4 to 8 as 60, 62, 
63, 65 and 66 respectively. This list has 
been produced by the petitioner ^ong 
•with Ext. PI 3. Though Ext. P13 states 
that "if any officer aggrieved against the 
decisions of the Government of India 
which have led to the publication of the 
final list submits re^view petition/counter 
representation, such representation will 
be disposed of in accordance ■with tl:e 
instructions issued in circulars No. SI. 
2-7725/60/PD dated 16-2-1960, SI. 2-26749/ 
PD dated 2-5-1960 and 40251/SI. 2/62/PD 
dated 6-7-1962,” the petitioner has appli- 
ed for no such review, nor has he made 
any counter representation, but has ap- 
proached this Court for setting aside tlie 
list appended to Ext. P13 and restore the 
list published earlier in 1962 by which 
the petitioner was ranked above respon- 
dents 4 to 8. 

19. Two of the main contentions rais- 
ed in this v.rit petition are that (I) the 
service under rule 11 (2) of the Madras 
State Judicial Service Rules which com- 
menced so far as the petitioner is con- 
cerned, on 2-2-1955, must be reckoned for 
the purpose of seniority' in coimting con- 
tinuous service, -and not merely the ser- 
•vico from the date of regularisation of ap- 
pointment which so far as the petitioner 
is concerned commenced only on 23-6- 
1955 and (2) that the period of training 
must also be counted for the purpose of 
seniority. The Central Government have 
dearly ruled that the non-rcgulari'-.cd 
portion of the services of an incumbrnt 
allotted to Kemla State from I.lndrns 
cannot be counted for determining the 


O. P, 2078 of 1905 

18, The petitioner is also an allottee 
to the State of Kerala from tho Skate of 
Madra-s consequent on the reorganisation 
of States under the Act. He was ap- 
pointed as a Munsilf in the Madras State 


intcr-.stalo scn!orit5’’ of ti:c nlloticd per- 
sonal xns-n-vis their compe-err, in ^liic 
State of Trnvancore-Cochi.n for di'ddi.ng 
their ranl-t as on 1-11-!P."6. It hr.r- ako 
been ruled that tho period of tradning 
cannot be considered as pert of cervioc. 
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These dedstcms have been chaBensed in 
the other original i?etitiong. O. P. Nos: 
2600 and 2979 of 1966 and O. P. Nos. 2303, 
2709 and 3057 of 1966. disposed of by tUs 
judgment and for the reasona stated 
therein we reject these contentions. We 
shall however refer to the relevant pn>. 
visions of the rules that were applicable 
in. the State of Madras, at this stage, as 
they have not been referred to so to. to 
xmderstand what is meant by Don-regula- 
rised portion of the service. 

20. Rule 11 (21 of the Madras State 
Judicial Service Rules permits appoint- 
ments bdng made, not in accordance with 
the order in which names occur la the 
select list, but out of turn, to meet the 
exigencies of the situation. Such exigen- 
cies arose In the State of Madras due to 
two reasons. The practice in the State 
of Madras was to post only such judidal 
officers in an area who knew the lan- 
guage of that area. If a vacancy occurr- 
ed in a Tamil speaking area and the per- 
son to be appointed in accordance with 
the select listisnot a person who knew 
Tamil some other person lower down in 
the select list who knew Tamil will be 
appointed to that vacancy is the Tamil 
speaking area. This appointment may be 
termed loosely an out of turn appoint- 
ment as the person appointed bad no right 
to be appointed at that time because his 
tium had not come. Another drcums- 
fance when an out of turn appointment 
may have to be made can arise becaxise 
of the principle of communal rotation that 
was applicable. A particular candidate by 
reason of the cormnurdty to whidi he 
bdonged may be entitl«d to pref®r®oll3l 
appointment earlier than a person or per- 
sons whosenames occurabove his in the 
select But be may not know the 
language. So an out of turn appointment 
will have to be made, 

St, To ensure that flidt eppoiatmeafa 
do not work haidsldp to others who -were 
higher up in the select list or who were 
entitled to be appointed by reason of the 
rule of communal rotation providon was 
specifically made in the rules that the 
appointment imder rule 11 (21 will not 
count for probation (See rule 11 (2) and 
11 (3) fiill. That the service which did 
not count for probation will not be re- 
ckoned for the ptirpose of seniority Is 
also specified in the rules (nile 20). But 
it is open by virtue of nale 20 Its^ to 
regularise the appointment from the date 
of the original appointment itself or from 
any subsequent date. This regularisation 
will have to be done by taking into ac- 
count the number of vacancies and after 
considering the of the persons in 

the select list to the particular vacancy, 
t^en this is determined, a person ar>- 
poinled under rule 11 (2) can get a date 
only of a vacancy that occurred after the 


vacancies which should be filled im by 
the persons whose names are mentioned 
above his in the list or those who should 
have been appointed earlier because of 
the rule ot communal rotation have been 
filled up. From the date of that vacancy 
the ser^ces of that person appointed 
under rule II (2) will be regularised. 

22. The appointment under rule 11 (21 
is a temporary appointment and it is so 
stated in the rule itselL Appointment 
under rule 11 (3) also is a temporary 
appointment though this can be even of 
persons who do not figure at all in any 
select list prepared after the selection by 
the Public Service Commission. A read- 
ing of the rule — rule 11 (3) of the Madras 
Stole Judicial Service Rides — shows that 
this rule will be resorted to in cases of 
emergency. Suffice to say at this stage 
that service rendered in a temporary 
capacity by virtue of appointments imdei; 
rule 11 (2) or 11 (3), at any rate the 
whole of it did not necessarily count for 
the purpose of inter ee seniority among 
the persons who belonged to the parti- 
cular service In the State of Madras. The 
Government of India decided that this 
service which did sot count for Inter se 
seniority among the Madras persozmel Is 
the State of ^dras and did not count for 
iatei^tote seniority In the matter of 
intention of the personnel that remain* 
ed to the State of Madras with those that 
have been dotted to the State ol Madras, 
will not count for Inter-State seniority of 
pers on nel allotted Ircqn the State of 
Lladras to the State of Kerala, for the 
purpose of integration with the Travan- 
core-Cochin personnel. These rulings of 
the Central Government, as we indicated 
earlier, have been the subject-matter of 
serious challenge and have been dealt 
with to disposing of O. P. Nos. 2303, 2709, 
and 3057 of 1968. Counsd appearing for 
the petitioner has adopted the arguments 
advanced by counsel who argued the case 
to O. P. No. 3057 of 1966 and the party 
himself ^lo argued liis own case to O. B 
No. 2709 of 1066. 

23. The additional point that has been 

urged by counsel on behalf of the peti- 
tioner to this case was that by the appU- 
cetion ofnhat iscalled tbeK.L.M. Prin- 
ciple, the petitioner was entitled to have 
the date of commencement of the ser- 
vice of one Sri Sethu Madhavan who had 
also been, it is accepted on all hand^ 
ordered by the Central Government to 
serve provisionally to connection with 
the affairs of the Kerala State. Though 
there is no specific averment that the 
said Sethu Madhavan was ordered by the 
Central Government finally to be allott- 
ed to Kerala State, the arguments pro- 
ceeded on the baids that he had been so 
allotted. For this purpose reliance was 
placed on Ext P5 which Is to these 
terms: it-i 
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exerase of the powers conferred 
sub-section (3) of section 115 of the 
States Reorganisation Act, 1956 (37 of 
a956), tile Central Government hereby 
determines that all persons who immedi- 
ately before the appointment day were 
serving in connection with the afEairs of 
the State of Madras in the territories 
specified in clause (b) of sub-section (1) of 
S. 5 of the States Reorganisation Act, 
1956 (37 of 1956) and who were required 
to proviaonally serve in connection with 
the affairs of Kerala in the Government 
of India, Ministry of Home Affairs Order 
No. 68/3/56-SR. H dated 31st October 
1956, shall be finally allotted to the State 
of Kerala with effect from the 1st No- 
vember, 1956.” 


24. _ Though this point has not been 
specifically taken in the original petition 
we requested the learned Advocate Gene- 
ral who appeared for the State Govern- 
ment to. make available to us the four 
orders passed by the Central Government 
dated 24-8-1960 as well as the schedules 
appended to three of those orders in ori- 
ginal to find out whether the said Sethu 
Madhavan had been finally allotted to the 
State of Kerala. These were made avai- 
lable and we find that the said Sethu 
Madhavan has not been finally allotted 
to the State of Kerala. This being so, 

- there can be no question of Sethu Madha- 
van’s date, namely 1-7-1954 being allott- 
ed to the petitioner. Such allotment of 
date under what has come to be known as 
the K I/. ML principle which came into 
existence in the Travancore-Cochin State 
by an order No. S. 5-18375/49/C. S. dated 
27-9-1950 referred to in page 248 of "Im- 
portant Orders issued by the Tra^’uncor^ 
Cochin Government”, cannot apply to the 
petitioner. We extract the relevant 
portion of this order. 

"The relative seniority of the Travan- 
core and Cochin personnel M any cla^ 
or grade in the common seniority list wm 
be determined with reference to the date 
of commencement of continuous seivice 
in the same or rimilar class or grade of 
posts subject, however, to the conoihon 
that the seniority of the Tra\’ancore p^- 
sonnel as beUvecn themselves or of the 
Cocliin personnel ns be^cen ^anselvc:, 
should not thereby be disturbed. 

25. Though the said Sethu Madhavan 
commenced service earlier in the State of 
Madras he was admittedly junior to the 

-peUtioner and therefore it wiU bcco^ 
Scc^ssary for -•^ettlingthointer se scmon^ 
of the petiUoner ws-a-vas SeUiu Aianna- 
van to assign to the _ petitioner m the 
integrated gradation list a above 

tlie'said Sethu Madhavan Tins is ra 
because the prindplo settled as early ^ 
20-1^-1056 by G. O. of that da.o cloariy 
nrodded that in efIccUng integration the 
inter se seniority of persons in elJber 


branch that are integrated should not be 
aHected. The question however cannot 
arise when there is no need to fix the 
inter se seniority of the petitioner vis-a- 
vis the said Sethu Madhavan. 

26. No other point arises in this writ 
petition. We dismiss this writ petition 
but without any order as to costs. 

O. R, Nos, 2600 and 2979 of 1966 

27. The points raised in these peti- 
tions are practically the same and they 
can be formulated under the following 
heads: 

(1) The principles accepted for the 
equation of posts in the matter of inte- 
gration of the members of the judicial ser- 
vice allotted from Madras State to the 
State of Kerala with the members of the 
judicial service in the Tkavancore-Cochin 
State, also allotted to Kerala, are not fair 
and equitable. 

(2) Realising the hardships that will 
result to the Madras personnel allotted to 
Kerala, five Posts were reserved exclu- 
sively for the 'Malabar personnel’ by an 
order of Government dated 27-5-1958. 
(Ext P7 in O. P. No. 2979 of 1966). This 
reservation was wrongly abolished by 
order dated 24-7-1961 (Ext Pll in O. P. 
2979 of 1966). 

(3) 3 posts of District Magistrates and 
8 posts of Sub Divisional Magistrates of 
executive origin in the criminal judiciary 
in the erstwhile Travancore-Cochin State 
were unjustly and unfairly kept in a 
eeparate cadra To these 11 posts was 
added yet another of a District Magis- 
trate and that even without consulting 
the High Court. Therefore, four posts of 
District Magistrates, which were inter- 
changeable with those of Sub Judges so 
far as the set up in the State of Madras 
was concerned, and to which Munsiffs in 
that area could normally and legitimate- 
ly aspire for promotion, were lost to the 
Madras personnel allotted to the Siato of 
Kerala. This reservation has resulted in 
further barm to these persoimel by vir- 
tue of provision made by framing rules 
imder Article 234 of the Constitution for 
absorption of some at least of the perso- 
nnel occupying the separate cadre into 
the dviJ judidarjg As an instance, the 
oppointmont of the 5th respondent in 
O. P.No. 2979 of 1965 as a District Judge, is 
r^ed on, 

(4) In integrating the JTadrns person- 
nel with those of the Travancore-Cochin 
personnel. 4 persons who v.'cre officiating 
as Sub Judges in the State of Marlras at 
the time of integration were nlro ii’.diid- 
ed m the list of hfu.nslfis. and the.se 4 per- 
•^ons being admittedly seniors to tlic peti- 
tioners in these original petitions and 

others, while they were in Maams 
service, the petitioners had to surrender 
thdr longer servlco ns Munrifls to there 
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4 persons who had lesser service as Mon- 
siffs the application of what is known 
as the K L It principle. The inclusion 
of the names of these 4 persons in the 
list of Munsiffs is unwarranted. The prin- 
dples of equation settled postulated that 
those officiating as Sub Judges must be 
ranked with Sub Judges which was the 
equated post. This being so, their names 
should not have found a pdace at all 
among Munsiffs. 

(5) The application of the K, hi. 
Prindple is unwarranted and unjust and 
has resulted in inequities In that persons 
like the petitioners in these original peti- 
tions had to surrender part of their con* 
tinuous service which resulted In thdr 
becoming juniors to some of the respon- 
dents. TTie K L. M. principle should not 
have been applied in the matter of Inte- 
gration. 


State (G. Ndr J.) 1.LB. 

©3Te-Cochin personnel with those allotted 
from Madras to Kerala were settled first 
by an order dated 29-12-1956 (Ext P2 in 
P. No. 2979 of 1966). The provisions 
in that order which should be noticed for 
the purpose of considering the contention 
that the principles have not been fair or 
equiUble are those contained in para- 
graph 3 thereof which is in these terms: 

"3. EQUATION OF POSTS; 

Posts will be equated on a functional 
basis having due regard to the nature, 
powers and responsibilities of the posts. 
NOTuendature Is no criterion for this pur- 
pose. 

NOTE: The scale of pay will not he 
a criterion, but in case any ptaring inequ- 
ality is brought to the notice. It shall be 
decided by the Government on an adhoc 
basis in consultation with the Int^ration 
Committee." 


(6) The point that we have dealt with 
in the judgment in O. P. No. 2591 of 
1966 that the persons appointed to the 
judicial service in the Travaneore-Cochin 
State after the coming into force of the 
Constitution and before the framing of 
rules under the Constitution and before 
properly constituting the Public Service 
Cammlssica, cannot be treated as mem- 
bera of the judicial service, is repeated la 
these petitions as weU. 

f7) In addition. In original petition No, 
2600 of 1966 it Is urged that the peti- 
tioner therein was entitled to count his 
war service for the purpose of deterndn- 
Ing his length of continuous service and 
in both these petitions It is further urged 
that the training period of Munsiffs must 
also be t^en into account for detemda- 
Ing their length of continuous service. 

28. We shall deal with these points 
aeriatum. The general principles and 
procedure lor Integration of the Triivan- 


By an order SI. 2-40451/56/PD dated 11- 
3-57, the State Government accepted the 
suggestions of the High Court for the 
equation of posts coming under the Judi- 
did service, the Integration Conunittee 
constituted by the Government having 
earlier considered the proposals of the 
High Court and having recommend^ that 
the suggestions of the High Court be ac- 
cepted. On the basis of this order a noti- 
fication dated 3rd June. 1058 was publlsbc 
ed in the Kerala Gazette publishing tb^ 
order dated 27th May 1958 which Is. 
Ert.P7inO. P. No. 2979 of 1966. The ide- 
yant part of that order runs thus: 


"After careful deliberation of all the 
factors they are now pleased to order that 
the posts in the two integrating units of 
the department will be equated as fol- 
lows In partial modification of the orders 
Issued in their proceedings of even num- 
ber dated 11-3-1957. (The order already 
referred to). 


Trmncore-Cochin 


Kladras 


L 

S. 


4 . 




OmrictJudgM— I Grade Rs. 800—1000, 
Dinrict k Se^dons Jadge — II Grade 
Rr, 500 800. 

District Magistrates— Rs. 500 — oOO. 
Addl Dirt. Sesrioas lodge* sod Sriv 
Judges— Rs. 450 — 000. 

Sob-Oivistoral Mari^trates — I Grade 
Rj. 450 600. Mrmslffs sod Sub. 
Divisional Magistrates — Grade II on 
Rj. 250 - 600. 

Sob-Ma&sti»tes“'Il** 200—300, 


TXatrlctlndges-ir Grade R< 1000—1800 
District Magistrates (fudl.) Rs. 600 —700 
plus special pay Rs. SO. 

Sub-Judges oa Rs. 550—700. 

District Munsiffs and Sub-IXylslonal Magis- 
trates Rs. 800-700. vuiund. 

Sub-Maglstrates Rs. 200-800. 


These are the only proviriona that have 
been brought to our notice regarding the 
actual equation of posts in the ordm 
passed by the Government and which 
Eve admittedly been 'accepted by the 
Central Government and the attaoE is 
against such equation. \ 

29. Briefly stated, the arguments ad- 
vanced In these original petitions ss 
as the other petitions yet to bh dealt with 
(O. P. Nos. 2303. 2709 and 3057 ©f 1S60 


may be summed up as follows Section 
States Reorganisation Act, 
1956 wMch provides for the establish- 
ment of one or more Advisory Commit- 
tara for the purpose of assisting the Cen- 
tral Gc^mment in regard to the divl- 
rion and integration of the services among 
toe new Statra of Andhra Pradesh and 
MadiTO and the ensuring of fair and 
equitable treatment to aU persons affect- 
ed by the provisions of section 115 of tlw 
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States Eeorganisatioii Act and the pro- 
per consideration of any represmtations 
made by such persons clearly indicates 
that in the matter of integration there 
should be fair and equitable treatment to 
the personnel concerned. There has been 
no such fair and equitable treatment 
because the District Munsiffs of Madras 
in the scale of Rs.' 300-700 on the cruqal 
date. 31-10-1956 were equated with Dis- 
trict Munsiffs of Travancore-Cochin on 
the scale of Es. 250-500. Even the Sub 
Judges in the Travancore-Cochin area 
were on that date only in the scale of 
Es. 450-600. This constituted a gtomS 
inequality in the scales of pay md m 
view of what is stated the note to para- 
graph 3 of the order dated 29-12-W56 
(Ext. P2 in O. P. No. 2979 of 1966) winch 
we have already extracted, ad hoc 
arrangements should have been made m 
the equation of posts to r^edy th^ 
glaring inequality in_ the scales of 
These discrepancies, it was 
be taken along with the facts that me 
•Decuniary jurisdiction of Munsiffs m the 
State of Madras as well as the terntonal 
area over which they exercised lUM^c- 
■Hnn were higher and longer respectivdy 
SmXse of the District Munsiffs in the 
Travancore-Cochin area. 

If these aspects had been ^ven due 
-wdght and had been taken into 
S & should have been the Intact 
Munsiffs in the State of Madras allotted 
to Kerala and some of whom were al- 
real? dra^e Rs. 500/- in *e scale of 
Es. 300-700 should not 
ed with the District MunsiKs of Tra^ 
core-Cochin area but should have been 
equated at least with the Sub J^dge^ 
thnt area This contention is of coume 
Sntoveried by the State 
Central Government in the affidavim uwi 

h“f¥ee„ filed J"":: 

tome of the respondents who are iravan 
core-Cochin personnel 

in That the main principle that has 
been aSpted in the matter of equation 

S?Xb)uncUonal pariWU clear, 

o'p'lto ‘Sto of 1SC6). The functional 
SSfe ’^ei'andresooSuTtle, of the 

il>cS,ens.i?d“”hy“’-r?i 

™otTe laid to be at variance with 
w ia ^m-isagcd by siib-.section (a) of 

;'Sn“uTol 

OS of irlnclge 0| «?hn2f 

furred la ttat ie brindole haa 

ifkiSufli'Tc?e„?X'JLn»fnT4$ 

ttfuaSe of po® hdd by the Xhe- 


trict Munsiffs in 'Qie Travancore-Cochin 
area on the date of integration was dif- 
ferent from the nature of the posts held 
by the Mundffs who were allotted to 
Kerala from the Madras State. The fun- 
ctions as far as we are able to see were 
identical. They were subject to be cor- 
rected in appeal by an appellate court 
and in given circumstances there was a 
further appeal before the High Court. 
TTiey decided disputes by following prac- 
tically identical procedure. Perhaps rea- 
lising this aspect what was emphasised 
was the lack of identity in regard to the 
powers and responsibilities. This was 
elaborated with reference to the differ- 
ence in the pecuniary jurisdiction of 
Munsiffs in the Travancore-Cochin area 
and the difference in the territorial juris- 
diction of the two sets of Munsiffs. This 
aspect has been met in the affidavits of 
the State and Central Governments as 
well as in the affidavits of some of tlie 
respondents. For instance in the coun- 
ter-affidavit filed on behalf of the 2nd 
respondent. Union of India, in O. P. No. 
2600 of 1966. this is what is stated 
in paragraph 3: 

"The claim of the petitioner that the 
post of District Munsiff he was holding 
in Madras should have been equated with 
the posts of Additional District Judge in 
the Travancore-Cochin area is untenable 
The contention of the petitioner appears 
to be based on the reasoning that Mun- 
siffs in Madras exercised jurisdiction over 
a larger area and that their pay scales 
were higher. The Government of India 
applied their mind to those matters and 
concluded that the claim was untenable. 
Circumstances such as jurisdiction ov^ 
a larger territorial area or higher scale 
of pay are due to various reasons. A 
higher rate of institution of suits wfll 
necessitate an officer for a comparatwe- 
ly smaller area. On the con^ar5\ when 
the rate of institution of suits is lower 
the territorial jurisdiction of one officer 
can be enlarged. The scale of pay a^o 
depends upon circumstances such as me 
financial resources of the State and other 
matters. The Central Government v^s 
of the view that the difference m the 
area of jurisdiction, scales of pay, etc 
were due to historical, geographical and 
administrative reasons . . . .Equation Of 
posts was effected having duo mgard to 
functional parity and consif.ent with Jio 
ncneral principles accepted in tin.e regard- 
31. EegarrUng P-acuniaiw iurirdicUon. 
thi Bth respondent m O. P. No. 2G00 of 
19GG has pointed out in paragraph 12 of 
his counter-affidavit tnat vhe iJiUn.'i*-i-. In 
Dewcolam and Sh-mcotta in the Trava^ 
core-Cochin area %vcre having pocuni.arT 

jurisdiction up to Rs. :j00 O.-, , , 

^ 3-» The paint has ako been taken In 
tbf' counter-affidavits that in intcgraJng 
the Travancore-Cochin Munsiffs who 
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of the long delay in launching the prosecu- 
tion. It^ is only from this point of view 
to scrutinise the matter, further that we 
have taken the three distinct categories of 
cases by way of illustration. 


20. We may further observe that in 
the Supreme Court case of AIR 1967 SC 
970 (Supra) and in some other cases, 
which we propose to discuss presently, 
there was evidence of the expert regard- 
ing the period during which the contents 
of the sample may remain intact without 
deterioration It cannot be disputed that 
the facts of a particular case and the evi- 
dence led in one case cannot be a prece- 
dent for the facts of another case. In 
fact, there can be no precedent on facts, 
but the precedent is always on a question 
or proposition of law. Therefore, such 
cases may not be of much use except to 
propound propositions of law. 


21. In this comection, we may advert 
to the observations of a Single Bench of 
the Gujrat High Coiurt in Manka Hari v. 
State of Gujrat, AIR 1968 Guj 88. In that 
case, the Food Inspector had taken the 
samples on 17-1-1966 and he had added 
16 drops of formalin to the contents of 
each sample bottle. The sample bottle 
had been handed over to the Public 
Analyst on the same day. The report of 
the Public Analyst was submitted on 25-1- 
1966. The prosecution was launched on 
6-5-1966. Formalin had been added in the 
prescribed quantity. An argument was 
advanced on behalf of the accused that 
prejudice had been caused to the accused 
on account of the delay m launching of the 
prosecution. The Division Bench ^se of 
this Court, namely, AJR 1965 Madh Pra 
180 (Supra) was dted before the learned 
Judge. The learned Judge distingi^h^ 
the case on facts. It ap^am ttat tte 
Supreme Court case of AIR 1967 SC 970 
(Supra) had not been published at the 
time the judgment m the Smgle Bench 
case of Gujrat was delivered. However, 
the learned Judge referred to other cases, 
^e prosecution in that case was launcned 
on 6-5-1966. i.e. after about 4 months of 
the samples being taken. In tha,. wcw of 
the matter, tlie question about the con- 
tents of the remai^g sample hottl^ 
being examined by the Director of - 
tral Food Laboratory could be said to be 
more or less of an academe nature. It 
was xmder those circumstances .>^3. the 
learned Judge upheld die convicLon of 

the accused. , 

' 22. Wo may reier to Single 

Bench case of tiie Patna ingli Courh 
namely. Tiie Chairman. Jugsalai 
Area Committee v. IJuidiram ...larnia, AOT 
1969 Pat 155. In that case, the rood 
Inspector had taken the samples on 31-5- 
19G5. Tnc judgment, however, ooes no. 
give any indication as to when the rmple^ 
were emmined by the Public Anahwt md 
when the prosecution was launciiea. iiow- 
1970 kladh. Pra./9 yn G — ^28 


ever, the questions, relating to adding of 
insufficient preservatives and the preju- 
ffice to the accused on account of the 
delay in laimching of the prosecution 
were argued before the learned Judge and 
he negatived those contentions by mainly 
relying on the Supreme Court case of 
AIR 1967 SC 970 (Supra), 


23. In the present cases however, no 
evidence was led consisting of the testi- 
mony of an expert. Therefore, it is not 
posable to state with precision for what 
period the contents of the sample bottles 
might remain intact and, therefore, we 
may take the opinion given by the experts 
examined in the Supreme Court case of 
AIR 1967 SC 970 (Supra) and AIR 1968 
Guj 88 (Supra) as indication of the pro- 
bable period for which by taking precau- 
tions, the samples might be kept intact. 


24. We may observe that ordinarily, 
milk would st^ deteriorating and would 
start becoming curd after about li to 2 
days and by adding preservatives, it 'might 
be kept intact at the most for a month or 
a month and a half. However, if more 
precautions are taken by keeping the con- 
tents in a refrigerator, the contents could 
be preserved without deterioration for a 
period of fotor to six months. But that 
is the limit to which milk might be pre- 
served in good condition. It can certainly 
pot be preserved in the same condition 
beyond that period. In the light of these 
observations, we pow propose to consider 
ihe three t^es of illustrative cases. 

25. As indicated by us earlier, the 
first type would be where the analysis by 
the Pubfic Analyst is unduly delayed and 
there may be facts or circumstances to 
indicate a probability of the contents hav- 
ing deteriorated. In addition, the pro- 
secution itself is delayed so that the right 
of the accused to challenge the report of 
the Public Analyst is defeated. In a case 
of this type, we may obserx^e that the 
Court would have no hesitation in acquit- 
ting the accused because of the delay in 
conducting the analysis and the delay in 
launching tiie prosecution so ns to defeat 
the right of the accused to challenge the 
report of the Public Analyst. Such a case 
would present no difficulty. 

2G. Another typo of case would be 
where there is no undue delay in conduct- 
ing an analysis and wliere proscrvativc.s 
are added in the prescribed quantity. In 
some of the cases mentioned by ur, earlier, 
the analysis wr..s conducted on the same 
car or on the next day. In that event, 
adding of prcsenvilivcs in the pre-iwrihed 
quantitv v.’ouid not have any material 
bearing and if some delay which cannot 
he dubbed ns undue delay be caused in 
launching the prosecution, vro do not 
think Hint the delny hr itself would be 
fatal to the prosecution cree. If tiic Court 
finds tiiat tiie report of. the Public Anolyzi 
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cannot be challenged on any probable 
ground, the question of getting the 
samples further examined by the Pirec- 
tor ol Central Food Laboratory, zcdght be 
said to be of an academic interest and the 
Court will not acquit the accused merely 
because there has been some delay in 
launching the prosecution. In that event, 
the conviction of an accused can be upheld 
on the prindples indicated by Uieir Lord- 
ships of the Supreme Court in AIR 1967 
SC 970 (Supra], Thus, we are clearly ol 
opinion that a conviction cannot be set 
aside or an accused cannot be acquitted 
on a hypothetical conjectural prejudice 
said to have been caused to an accused 
by the mere fact of some delay being 
caused in launching the prosecution. 

27. The above discussion would dis- 
pose of illustrative cases mentioned in 
sub-para (ii) (a) of paragraph 8 of the 
judgment We may Row consider a situa- 
don mentioned in sub-para (iil (h] of the 
said paragraph. Different views have been 
expressed In different cases mentioned 
above. In such types of cases, the view 
taken in one set of esses is that the ques- 
tion ol prejudice being caused to an ac- 
cused would be more or less of an 
academic nature, espedally when preser- 
vatives have been added or the test by 
the Public Analyst Is conducted expeditl- 
oudy. In the other set of cases, mentioned 
by us above, a contrary view has been 
expressed suggesting that an Inordinate 
delay In latmchlng the prosecution so as 
to defeat Uie right of the accused under 
Section 13 (2) of the Act would lead to 
an Inference of prejudice being caused to 
the accused. As we are not required to 
deal with such a case In the pr«ent ap- 
peals, we would reserve our opinion for 
some suitable occasion. 

But. we may observe that it has been 
specifically laid down by their Lordships 
of the Supreme Court In AIR 1967 SC 
970 (Supra) that their Lordships should 
not be understood as laying down that in 
every case, where the rtebt of the vendor 
to have his sample tested by the Director 
of Central Food Laboratory is frustrated, 
the vendor cannot be convicted on the 
basis of the report of the Public Analyst 
What their Lordships have Imd down Is 
that it is necessary to find out if any pre- 
ju^ce has been caused to an accus^ on 
account of inordinate delay in laundting 
^e prosecution. We have no doubt that 
if prejudice . is inferable in a particular 
case from the inordinate delay In launch- 
ing the prosecution, the conviction has 
necessarilv to be set adde. But, i£ no 
such prejudice be inferable, in that event 
It is doubtful If the conviction could be 
set aside on accoimt of inordinate delay 
• in launching the prosecution even in the 
absence of prejudice caused to the accus- 
ed, That will be the necessary corollary 
of the pronouncement of their Lordships 


of the Supreme Court In AIR 1967 SC 
970 (Supra). However, as already indi- 
cated by us, we would reserve oiu: opinion 
on the question whether a long delay in 
laimching the prosecution would be an 
indication of pi^udice to an accused. In 
the present appeals, consideration of that 
question nill be o! an academic interest, 
as in our opinion, the present appeals 
squarely fall within the ambit of illustra- 
tive case Ho. 3 mentioned by us earlier, 
and it is for that reason that we do not 
think it necessary to ^ve t^t question 
decided by a Full B^ch in spite of there 
being a controversy and conflict of views 
on t^t point 

28. Then, we may eondder the third 
type of illustrative case. Where the re- 
port of the Public Analyst may not have 
been imduly delayed, but no proper pre- 
cautions are taken by adding preservatives 
in the prescribed quantity and for that 
reason, it may be open to the accused to 
challenge the report of the Public Analyst, 
or there may be infirmity of some other 
kind so that the report of the Public 
Analyst cannot be relied on for basing a 
conviction, although it may continue to be 
good evidence. In such a case. If the pro- 
secution is unduly delayed, the prejudice 
to the accused would be obvious, if his 
right under Section 13 (2) of the Act 
stands defeated on account of the long 
delay in launching the prosecution. In 
our opinion, the Court ought to decline to 
base a conviction on the basis of the re- 
port of the Public Analyst We further 
feel that the report of the :^bUc An^yst, 
which continues to be good evidence, 
might be relied on where preservatives are 
added in the prescribe quantity and the 
analysis is pot unduly delay^ by the 
Public Analyst In such a case, the ques- 
tion of burden of proof also might be- 
come materiaL But the prosecution has 
to establish its case beyond any shadow 
of doubt while the accused might svggest 
a probable and reasonable explanation for 
not accepting the report of the Public 
Analyst Non-adding of preservatives In 
the prescribed qxiantity or a long and 
undue delay in conducting the analysis 
might amount to such a reasonable and 
probable explanation on bdiall of the ao- 
cused._ Therefore, where inadequate pre- 
servatives are added or where the retxjrf 
of the Public Analyst is inordinately 
ddayed, no conviction, in our opinion, can 
be based on the report of the labile 
Analyst and where the laimching of the 
prosecution Is inordinately delayed, the 
question whether the accused made a 
demand for exercise of his right conferred 
by Section 13 (2) of the Act would be 
wholly immaterial, as prejudice would be 
Inferable from the long delay in launching 
the prosecution, gsne riall y In view of the 
fact that the report of toe Public Analyst 
cannot form toe basis ot canvigtion either 
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on account of Insufficiency of preservatives 
or on account of the analysis being, inor- 
dinately delayed. We may further observe 
that the present cases belong to this cate- 
gory where prejudice to the accnjsed is 
obvious from the facts themselves. In such 
an event, it is not for the accused to say 
positively that the cx)ntents of the sample 
could have or. in facd. had deterioratecL 
But the burden would be on the prosecu- 
tion to satisfy the Court that the contents 
remained intart in spite of such an infirm- 
ity. The position, however, will be dif- 
ferent if there be no infirmity of the kind 
indicated by us. 


interfe:^ce with the acquittal of the 
respecdive respondent vrould be warranted 
m the present appeals. Therefore, we 
dismiss these appeals. 

Appeals dismissed. 


AIR 1970 BIADHYA PRADESH 131 
(V 57 C 27) 

K L. PANDEY AND A P, SEN. J.T. 

Manoharlal Verma, Petitioner v. State 
of Lladhya Pradesh and others. Non-ap- 
plicants. 


29. To conclude, we are of opinion 
that where the analysis by the Public 
Analyst is inordinately delayed and the 
launching of the prosecution also is inor- 
dinately delayed, prejudice to the accused 
being obvious, conviction carmot be based 
on the report of the Public Analyst. 
Where, however, the analysis by the 
Phiblic Analyst is not inordinately delayed 
anci the preservatives are added in the 
prescribed quantity, the mere fact of some 
delay in launching the prosecution will not 
entitle the accnised to claim an acquittal 
and the report of the Public Analyst cmi 
form the basis of conwction. Lastly, v/e 
are of the opinion that where report of 
the Public Analyst is not undulv delayed, 
but there is an infirmits’ in the prosecu- 
tion case bi' failure to add the prescribed 
quantiW of preservatives to the samples, 
prejudice to the accused being obviou.s, no 
conviction can be based on the report of 
the Public Analyst. The same result will 
follow if in addition to insufficjency of 
preservatives, the analysis by the Public 
‘Analyst is inordinately delayed, 

30. We have already indicated that it 
£s not necessary for us to consider the 
illustrative case No. fill (b) mentioned in 
paragraph 8 of the judgment. Therefore, 
we would reserve our opinion on tJiat 
aspect for some suitable occasion, nor do 
we think it necessary to refer the said 
question for consideration by a _ Full 
Bench as it vrould be of an academic in- 
terest so far as the present appeals are 
concerned. 

31. As already indicated by us earlier 
the present cases belong to the tliird eat(^ 
gory, where prejudice to the accused 
would be obvious from the fart that pre- 
servativ'cs were not added in tlic prescrib- 
ed quantity. Although, the analyris by 
the Public Analyst mav have 'been con- 
ducted with a reasonable time, launching 
of the prosecution wa.s und«]y_ delayed 
and the rcsix>clivc respondent’s right con- 
ferred by Section 13 (2) of the Art stood 
dofeated on account of such dcl.ivg with 
th'' result tiiat the respective accused 
could not ch.nllcngo the report of the 
Public -Analyst on account of inenes on 
tlio part of the prosecution. In the view 
that we take, w-e do not think Uiat an 


Misa Civil Case No. 91 of 1968, D/- 
5-1-1970. against order of P. V. Dbdt Q J. 
and K. L. Pandey. J. in Misc. Petn. No, 
180 of 1965. D/- 10-1-1968. 


(A) Civil P, C. (1908). Ss. 114 and 151 

— Judicial or quasi judicial proceedings 

— No inlicrcnt power to review apart 

from statute — Statute not providing for 
review — Power cannot he a.ssunied to 
C3dst— 1961 fill’LJ 944 & AIR 19GG Madh 
Pra 43 fFB) & AIR 1953 SC 1909, Rcl. 
on. (Para 2) 

(B) High Court Rules and Orders — 
BI. P. High Court Rules, Chap. 1, Rr, 3 
and 4 — Order of High Court passed by 
two Judges on Writ Petition — One of 
them retiring — Revnew against order — 
Order 47, Ride 5, Civil P. C. docs not in 
terms apply — Review must be heard by 
Bench of two judges and not by the re- 
maining judge in view of R. 3 — Even 
if R. 2 docs not apply it should be beard 
by bench of two judges as provided by 
R. 4 especially when the Chief justice has 
directed and constituted a bcncli for hear- 
ing it — (Civil P, C. (1908), O. 47, R. 5). 

(Para 3) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 

(1966) AIR 1966 Madh Pra 43 (V 53) 

= 1966 MPU 170 (FB). Thakur 
Himmalsingh v. Board of Revenue 2 
a962) Misc. Petn. No. 10 of 1962, 

D/- 5-12-1962 = 1963 Jab LJ 88. 

Deorao Krishn.-irao Jadhao V. 


Board of Revenue 2 

(1963) AIR 1963 SC 1909 (V 50). 

ShivtiTO Singh v. State of Punjab 2 
(1961) I96J MPL-J 944 ILR (I9G0) 
Madli Pra 253. Rajaram V, Rani 
Jamil Kunv.’ar Devd 2 

(1922) AIR 1922 PC 112 (V 91 “ 

49 Ind App 18L Chhajju Ram v. 

NeW 3 


Ram Kumar Verma. for Applicant; 
A A Clioube. for Kon-applicants. 

PANDEY J.: — This is an application 
for, revdew of a final order par-ed bv' a 
Division Bench of this Court in l/orcel- 
lanoou-S Petition No, IBO of 1965 d.vlcd 
January 10. 19GE. to which one of us 
(Pandey, J.) was a partvs Ti‘.e c'hcr 
judge. Dixit C. J-, has now retired. Toe 
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predse question- for consideration In tHs 
Bihiation is whether. il an application loir 
review lies. It should be heaiti by Pandey, 
J, sitting singly or by a Didsion Bcndi 
of this Court or by a still larger Bench. 

2. The general law is that. In ludictal 
and quaa-iudidal proceedings, there Is, 
apart from the statute, no inherent power 
of review and, therefore, when the statute 
does not provide for review, the power of 
review cannot be assumed to exist: Baja> 
ram v. Rani Jamit Kunwar Devi, 1961 
hlPLJ 044: Deorao Rrishnarao Jadhao v. 
Board of Revenue, Blisc. Petn. No. 10 of 
1962. D/-5-12-62 (reported in 1S63 Jab LT 
88) and Thakur Himinatdngh v. Board of 
Revenue. 1966 MPLJ 170 = (AIR 1966 Madh 
Pra 43 (13) ). There was a difference of 
opinion on the question whether an order 
passed by the Itigh Court imder Art. 228 
of the Constitution could be reviewed in 
the absence of any proviaon authorising 
It so to da However, in Shivdeo Singh y. 
State of Punjab, AIR 1963 SC 1909 the 
Supreme Court observed that the power 
of review to prevent miscarriage of Jus- 
tice or to correct Crave and palpable errors 
inhered In every Court of plenary jurisdic- 
tion and that tiiere was nothins In Arti- 
cle 226 o! the Constitution to preclude the 
High Court from exercising it. Thus the 
point Is no longer open to doubt or debate. 

3. The Rules framed by this Court 
lor regulating its proceedings imder Arti- 
cle 226 of the Constitution do not provide 
for review of any order passed tn those 
proceedings. However, Rr. 3 and 4 of 
Chapter I of the Rules of this Court pro- 
vide as follows: 

” 3. I n cases not provided for by Order 
RliVn, R. 5 of the Code of Civil Pro- 
cedure. an application for a review of a 
decree or order shall be heard: — 

(al if the decree or order, review of 
which Is applied for. is passed by a Judge 
alone, by a Bench of Judges; 

(b) if the said decree or order was 
pass^ by a Bench of two or more Judges, 
by a Bench consisting of as many Judges 
as the Bench of ww^ decree or order 
review Is applied for. 

4. Save as provided by law or by these 
rules or by special orders of the Chief 
Justice, all matters shall be heard and 
disposed of by a Bench'of two Judges." 

It is true that when such a situation arises 
in a case covered by O. 47. R. S of the 
Code of Civil Procedure, the application 
for review must be heard and disced of 
bv the remaining ■ Judge sitting alone; 
ChhaJJu Ram V. NeH, AIR 1922 PC 312. 
But Order 47/ Rule 5 does not proprio’ 
vigore apply 'to proceedings xmder Arti- 
cle 226 of the Constitution, to which the 
principles underlying some of the pro- 
visions of the Code have been applied 
analogy. That being so. the provisions of 
Order 47, Rule 5 cannrt be Invoked In 
derogation of Rr. 3 and 4 of this Court, 


It is obvious that, In tHs case, the order 
as such is not covered by O. 47, R. 5. 
That being so. the application for review 
must be heard 1^ a Bench of two Judges 
as provided by Rtile 3. Even if the matter 
Is regarded as one to which Rule 3 does 
not apply, it must etiU be heard bv a 
Ben^ of two Judges as provided by R. 4, 
more particularly for the reason that 
my Lord the Chief Justice has so directed 
and constituted this Bench, 

4. The case will now be posted in the 
usual course for hearing the parties on 
merits. 

Order accordingly. 


1970 BIADHYA PRADESH 132 
(V 57 C 28) 

P. K. TARE AND K. L. PANDEY. JJ. 

Namyan Chandra Mukherji, Petitioner 
V. State of Madhya Pradesh, Bhopal and 
others. Respondents. 

Misa Petn. No. 41 of 1965, D/- 21-7- 

1969. 

(A) States Reorganisation Act (1936), 
Section 115 (S) — Central Government, 
alone has exclosive power to elleetnato 
integratloa of gervices in newly farmed 
States *— It ean aD manner of ossist- 
anee in cutter from State Govern- 
ment, inelud^ preparation of provi- 
elonal gradation list —■ There would be no 
onaathorised delegation of power if Cen- 
tral Garemment exercises control over 
activities of State Government and nlti- 
mate integration is done with sanction 
and approval of Central Goyemment. 
AIR 19G9 PnnJ 34 and AIR 1363 CuJ 23 
(FB). Dissented from. (Constitution of 
India Article 246.) 

Under Section 315 (5) of the States 
Reorganisation Act, the Central Govern- 
ment Is the sole repository of the power 
to effectuate the integration of services 
In the new States and the States of 
Andhra Pradesh and hladras. AIR 1961 
Mys 210. ReL on; AIR 1969 PtmJ 34. AIR 
1965 GuJ 23 (fH). Dissent^ from. 

(Para 27) 

For the work of Integration of services 
ihe Central Government can take all 
manner of asdstance from the State 
Government, Including the preparation of 
provirional gradation lists and there will 
be no unauthorised delegation of statu- 
tory power £0 long as. the Central 
Government exercises general control 
over the activities of the State Govern- 
ment in regard to the integration of ser- 
vices; and the ultimate integration Is 
done with the sanction and approval of 
the Central Government. AIR 1963 SC 
850. Foa (Para 28] 

The provisional gradation prepared by 
the State Government is not therefore , 
1M/LM/D899/69/LGC/M 
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open to cHallense on the ground that, that 
Work could not be entrusted to the State 
Government, but the position would be 
different in regard to the final gradation 
list not prepared with the sanction and 
approval of the Central Government. If 
the State Government itself confirms a 
provirional gradation list made by it and 
publishes it as rules made by it under 
the proviso to Article 309 of the Consti- 
tution, its character as a gradation list 
made by the State Government is not 
altered by the consideration that it in- 
corporates also the decisions of the Cen- 
tral Government rmder clause fb) of Sec- 
tion 115 (5) of the Act on representations 
made to it by the affected persons. In 
such circumstances, the final gradation 
list cannot be regarded as one made by 
the authority named for the purpose to 
Section 115 (5) of the Act. (Para 28) 

It is true that, speaking generally, the 
executive power of a State extends to aE 
matters enumerated^ in the State list, 
tocluding State public services over whicir 
the State Legislature has power to make 
laws and the expresaon "State public 
services" in Entry 41 is wide enough to 
include the integration of these services. 
But there are provisions such as Arti- 
,cles 3. 4. 73 (1) proviso and 162 in the 
Constitution which make the exercise of 
this power subject to other provisions of 
the Constitution- The States Reorganisa- 
tion Act, 1956. was enacted by Parliament 
which derived its power so to do under 
Articles 3 and 4 of the Constitutiorr. 
Therefore, the executive power of the 
Central Government to regard to matters 
covered by that Act, including the State 
public serwces. will have a subordinating 
and impairing effect on the executive 
power exercisable by the State in regard 
to those matters. Therefore, it carmot be 
contended that the Government of a re- 
cognised State alone has exclusive power 
to effectuate ihe integration of its ser- 
vices. (Para 17) 

(B) States Reorganisation Act (ISSG), 
Section 115 (5) (b) — Government servant 
agcricv’cd by provisional gradation list 
has statutory right of representation y- 
Befusal to supply details of service in 
matter of cQuation of posts is denial of 
TCMonahlc opportunity to represent his 
case — Rcicction of representation by 
Central Government and also final grada- 
tion list publislicd sulweriticntly is vitiat- 
ed — Fairness is one of the atlributcr, of 
natmral justice — (Constitution of India, 
Articles 22G and 311). 

Anv person who is affected by Ihs pro- 
vision of Section 115 has a EUtiutorr right 
of rcprcsont.alion to the Central Govern- 
ment A final gradation list prepared by, 
or nitli the sanction of. the Central 
Gov(‘mtr.cnt is the foundation of n rtant 
of representation under Ci fb) of Sec- 
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tioii 115 f5) of the Act, In a common 
gradation fist, civil servants of several 
administrative units with dissimilar desi- 
OTations. varying duties, functions and 
jurisdiction and differing conditions of 
service are brought together. Further, 
d\dl servants of one unit are Ignorant of 
the serndee details of those of other umts 
and it is only on the basis of these service 
details that an aggrieved civil servant can 
malce an effective representation against 
the pro\dsional gradation list. Indeed, this 
was realised at an early stage and tire 
notification publishing the provisional 
gradation list expressly provided that a 
dvil servant desirous of making a repre- 
sentation against the provisional gradation 
list could obtain any relevant information 
about the service details of any person in- 
cluded in that gradation list. 

(Paras 31, 32) 

Fairness is one of the attributes of natu- 
ral justice and it implies that, w'here there 
is a right of representation tlie materhJ 
on w’-hich such representation could ha 
made should, on demand be made avail- 
able to the aggrieved person. Even apart 
from this, this is implicit in the statutory 
right itself, for it envisages a reasonable 
opportimity of making representation and 
not merely an empty formality of show- 
ing that an opportunity was afforded. 
Therefore, refusal of the State Govern- 
ment to give information on these points 
to a dril serv'ant aggrieved by the pro\i- 
donal gradation list is denial of a rcason- 
able opportunity to him to make a re- 
presentation against the provisional grada- 
tion list This by itself witliout more, 
vitiates the order of the Central Govern- 
ment rejecting his representation as also 
the final gradation list subsequently 
published by the State Government 

(Para 32) 

(O States Rcorganccition Act (193C), 
Section 115 (5) (b) — Right of a cidi 
servant to m.akc representation to Central 
Government — Not exhausted by mating 
one representation, 

A person who is affected by tiic proin- 
saons of Section 115, has a statutory right 
of repTosentalion to tiie Central Govern- 
ment Tlie authority named in Sec- 
tion 115 for effectuating the dirisicn .and 
Integration of services is the Central 
Government Therefore, clrictiy speak- 
ing, it is only tlm ultim.nte act done with 
the approval of the Cc.ntrnl Govcra.mcnt 
which can be foundation of a r;.ght of 
roprerontation under cLaure (1)) of Sec- 
tion 115 (5) of the Act In ro far re that 
daura requires tiie Central Geverr.iT.e.at 
to ensure Lair .and ccnntablc- treatment to 
al! persons r.fTccicd by the pro'A.r.or.s cl 
the section, the right cf reprtc'-ntrli^'n Is 
not cxhatisted by makinn only cnc repre- 
scninticru The work o! intecra.ti.cn is a 
complex procens and Ita dlectuatien In- 
volves sec.-c-rai stages. The ctritutcry' riglit 
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of fair and eofidtable tr e a tment Implies 
that an aeerieved dvil servant should be 
able to make representations from time 
to time. (Para 30) 

(D) States Reorjranisation Act (1956). 
Section 115 (5) — Intcin^tioD of Fcrviccs 
under Powers of Central Go^'cniment 
are qaasi judicial — It must cive reasons 
for its order rejectinjr the representation 
of a civil serv'ant — Even if the powers be 
recarded as admiDvitrative, the Central 
Government is nbliced to deal with tbe 
matter in confonnitv mth rules of natu* 
ral justice — Person concerned should be 
civen reasonable opporlunitr to represent 
his case — But personal or oral bearinc 
is not an essential postulate of natural 
justice — (Constitution of India, Arti- 
cles 226. 311). 

While rejecting the representation 
made by a dvil servant In the matter of 
integration of service the Central Govern- 
ment must give reasons for its order. 
Having regard to the nature of powers 
conferred on the Central Government 
tinder Section 115 (51 of the Act relat- 
ing to the Integration of services, the 
serious consequence likely to arise from 
the exercise of those powers on the 
rights of dvil servants and the reauire- 
ment that, in this matter, the Central 
Government must ensure to them fair and 
equitable treatment and also properly 
consider any representation made by 
them. It Is clear that the pow'ers are quad 
judidaL Even If the functions be admi- 
nistrative. reasons must be given for the 
order if so required by tbe statute. Case 
law discussed. (Paras 33. 35) 

Under the providons of Section 115 (5) 
the Central Government has been given 
legal authority to deal with the integra- 
tion of services w)iich Involves determinj- 
tion of questions relating to equation ot 
posts and fixation of Inter ee seniority in 
gradation lists. Such determination Is 
boimd to affect the rights of numerous 
public servants drawn from eo'eral ad- 
ministrative units. These public servants 
had vested rights In the units to which 
they formerly belonged. In larger sense, 
there would be a ils between a public 
servant who claims that his post should 
be equated with those of a higher grade 
and others w'ho oppose it The same thing 
may be said about the determination of 
relative seniority.' In any et-ent. It is not 
essential for a statutory function to be 
quad Judicial that there should be a lis la 
the strict sense. It is equally true that 
It Is not expressly provided in the Act 
that, in this matter, the Central Govern- 
ment must act judidallv. but there are 
Indications in the Act which clearly point 
In that direction. The Central Govern- 
ment Is enjoined to ensure to the dvil 
servants fair.'and equitable treatment and, 
this by itself implies that it must act In a 
quad judicial manner ensuring to tbe dvil 
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servants fairness fn the proceedings and a 
determination of the questions Involved on 
objective considerations. The duty to act 
judidally. envisaging observance of rules 
of natural justice, should be Inferred 
whenever power is given to an authority 
or body of persons to determine questions 
affecting the rights of dtlzens. 

(Paras 34. 35) 

Even If tbe powers be regarded as ad- 
ministrative. the Central Government Is 
obliged to deal with the matter relating 
to the integration of services, involving as 
It does, senous consequences in conformity 
with the rules of natural Justice. The 
rules of natural Justice ere not enacted 
rules. The question whether. In a given 
case, the requirements of natural Justice 
have been met depends upon the facts and 
circumstances of the case and the pro- 
cedure therein adopted In the background 
of the statute and the rules framed there- 
under. Case law discuss^ . (Para 36) 

One of the essentials of rules of natural 
justice U that the person concerned 
should have a reasonable opportunity 
to represent his case. This oppor- 
tunity must provide an occasion to 
correct or contradict any statement 
relevant to the matter. Unless the re- 
commendations of the advisory committee 
contained any relevant statement of fact 
prejudicial to the dvU servant which he 
did not already have an opportunity of 
contradicting or correcting, he was disen- 
titled to have access to those recommenda- 
tions for presenting his case. An op- 
portunity for a personal or oral hearing. Is 
not an essentia] postulate of natural Jus- 
tice. Case law discu-ss^ (Para 35) 

(E) Civil P. a (1968). Pre. — Interpre- 
tation of Statutes — Doubtful meaning — 
Meaning of doubtful word is known by 
company it keeps and by reference to 
words associated with it. 

Where there Is a doubt about the mean- 
ing of the words of a statute. It Is found 
not so much in a strictly grammatical or 
etymological propriety of language: nor 
even in Its proper use as In the subject 
or In tbe occasion on which they are used 
and the object to be attained, ihe mean- 
ing of a doubtful word Is known by the 
company It keeps and is ascertainable by 
reference to the words which are associat- 
ed with It It is a Well established rule 
that associated words are understood to 
a cognate sense, taking, as It were, their 
colour from each other. The sense and 
meaning of a statute can be gathered only - 
by comparinn one part with another and 
by viewing all parts together as one whole . 
and not one part only in Isolation. AIR 
1958 SC 353 Rel on. (Para 221 

(F) States IteorganMatlon Act (1956). 
Ss. 116(2). 115(7) — Under S. 116(2) State 
Government Is empowered to pass in re- 
lation to any allocated servant, any order 
aflecting his contlnoanee in any post or 
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office previously held hy him — Provi- 
sional arrangement may prejudice the 

public servant — But that is only a tem- 
porary disadvantage which is expected to 
he corrected at the time of final arrange- 
ment. (Para 37) 

(G) States Beorganisation Act (1956), 
S. 115 (7) — Protection under — Provi- 
sional gradation list — Public servant 
placed on lower pay scale cannot contend 
that new pay scales are to his disadvan- 
tage — He has option to retain his old 

pay scale. (Para 37) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 

(1970) AIR 1970 SC 150 (V 57) = 

Writ Petns. Nos. 173 to 175, D/- 
29-4-1969, A. K. Kraipak v. Union 
of India 34 

(1969) AIR 1969 Punj 34 (V 56) = 

ILR (1968) 1 Punj 204, K C 
Gupta v. Union of India 27 

(1968) AIR 1968 SC 240 (V 55) = 

1968 Lab IC 216, Gopalkrishna 

V. State of Madhya Pradesh 34 

(1968) AIR 1968 SC 850 (V 55) = 

(1968) 2 SCR 186, Union of India 
V. P. K Roy 10, 14, 16, 17, 24. 

27. 28, 31, 36 

(1968) CivU Appeals Nos. 1439 and 
1416 of 1967. D/- 16-10-1968 = 

1969 Serv LR 1 (SC). Union of 
India v. G. M. Shankaraiah 14, 17 

(1963) AIR 1968 Andh Pra 5 (V 55) 

= ILR (1967) Andh Pra 786, N. 
Desaiah v. Govt of Andhra 
Pradesh 30 

(1967) AIR 1967 SC 1269 (V 54) = 

(1967) 2 SCR 625. State of Orissa 
V. Binapani Dei 34, 36 

(1967) AIR 1967 SC 1606 (V 54) ■= 

(1967) 3 SCR 302, Bhagat Raja v. 

Union of India 

(1967) AIR 1967 Punj 98 (V 54) = 

1965 Pun LR (Sup) 477, Shahgram 
V. Union of India 

(1967) 1967-2 QB 864 = 1967-2 All 
ER 770. Regina v. Criminal In- 
juries (Compensation Board, Ex 

parte Lain 

(1966) AIR 1966 SC 175 CV 53) 

(1964) G SCR 279, Ramaswamy 
V. I. G. of Police 

(1966) AIR 1966 Mys 95 (V 53) <==• 

ILR (1966) 285. Naganor V. 

Union of India 

(1965) AIR 1965 SC 1222 fV 52) =' 

(1965) 1 SCR 678, Govindrao V. 

State of I.L P. 

(1965) AIR 1905 SC 1595 fV 52) f 
(1965) 2 SCR SGG, Associated 
Cement Companies Ltd. v. P. h. 
Sharma „ „ 

(1965) AIR 1965 SC 17o7 (V 52) •=» 

(1955) 3 SCR 218. Bhagwan v. 

Gui P re 521 - 
ILR (1953) Guj 1204 (Fo). A. J. 
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796. Board of Education v. Rice 36 
C. P. Sen, for Petitioner; K, K. Dub^ 
Govt Advocate, for Respondents. 

PANDEE J. : — This Is a petition under 
Article 226 of the Constitution to call up 
and Quash by certiorari three orders 
(i) one dated 15 May 1963 by which the 
State Government provisionally absorbed 
the petitioner as from 1 November 1956* 
on a post borne on the cadre of Overseers 
Hectrical/Mechanical for purposes of the 
Unification of Pay Scales and Fixation of 
Pay on Absorption Rules, 1959: (il> ano- 
ther dated 1 Apr^ 1964 by which the 
petitioner was intimated tl^t the Central 
Government had rejected his representa- 
tion dated 29 December, 1961 against the 
provisional combined gradation list and 
(Ui) the third dated 4 June, 1965 by whidi 
the gradation list was made final as 
published in the M. P. Rajpatra Extra- 
ordinary dated 18 June, 1965, The peti- 
tioner has further claimed a writ of 
mandamus or any other suitable writ or 
order directing that the post formerly 
held by him In the erstwhile State of 
Bhopal be equated with posts higher tlum 
those held by Overseers and his pay 
scale be refixed accordingly, 

2. The facts giving rise to this peti- 
tion may be shortly stated. Immediate- 
ly before 1 November, 1956, when the 
main provlrioas of the States Reorganisa- 
tion Act. 1956. (hereinafter c^ed the Act) 
came Into force, the petitioner was em- 
ployed as a confirmed Superintendent 
(Mechanical) in the permanent establish- 
ment of the Public Works Department of 
the erstwhile Fart C State of EhopaL In 
accordance with the provisions of Sec- 
tions 115 (1) and 116 (1) of the Act, he 
was deem^ to have b^n allotted to the 
new State of Madhya Pradesh and was 
also likewise deemed to have been ar>> 
pointed in that State to the same pori 
which he continued to hold till June 196X 

3. By a BOtiScatica Jfa 6057^138~!XIX- 
E, dated JO September 1961, the State 
Government published the provisional 
combined gradation list of Class in (Ex- 
ecutive) posts in the Buildings and Roads 
and Irrigation Establishment of the Public 
Works Department of the new State of 
Madhya Pradesh. In that notification, the 
principles formulated for equation of posts 
and also for determination of relative 
seniority for the purpose of effectuating 
integration of services of the various i^ts 
cf the new State were set out as follows: 

'T. In the matter of equation of posts: 

(i) where there were regularly con- 
stituted s imil ar cadres In the different fai- 
tegrating units, the cadrM will ordinarily 
be integrated on that basis; but 

(U) where, however, there were no stich 
similar cadres, the following factors wDl 
be taken into consideration in determin- 
ing the question of posts— 
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(a) nature and duties of a post; 

(b) powers exercised by the officers 
holding a post, the extent of territorial or 
other charge held or responribilities dis- 
charged; 

(e) the minlTnum qualifications. If any, 
presertired for recruitment to the postj 
and 

(d) the salary of the post, 

n. In the matter of determining rela- 
tive seniority:— 

(a) such seniority wHI be determined on 
the basis of the length of continuous ser- 
idce. whether temporary or permanent, in 
a particular cadre (exiduding periods for 
which an appointment is held to a purely 
stop-gap or fortuitous arrangement); 

Provided that the Inter se seniority of 
Government servants drawn from the same 
unit will not ordinarily be disturbed; and 

(b) other factors being equal, seniority 
will be determined on the basis of age." 

4. It was also stated to the aforesaid 
notification that, to accordance with those 
principles for equation of posts, the post 
of Superintendent (Mechanical) of the 
Bhopal unit, which was held by the peti- 
tioner. was equated with the posts of 
Overseer (Electrical/Mechazdcal). Divisio- 
ns Artificer (Diploma-holder) and 
Mechanic^ Subordinate of the Mahakoshal 
unit and Overseer (Mechanical) of the 
Madhya Bharat and Vtodhya Pradesh 
units. Further, the petitioner was assign- 
ed position No. 22 (last petition) to toe 
list of seniority of persons holding these 
equated posts to Category n, 

5. The same notification added: 

"It is further notified that any Govern- 
ment servant feeling aggrieved by these 
pFovitional dedtions is by virtue of Sec- 
tion 115 (5) of the States Reorgaifisation 
Act entitled to make a representation to 
the Central Government within one month 
from the date of publication of these 
orders to toe Gazette. The representation 
^ould be addressed to the Special ^cre~ 
fary to Government, Madhya Pradesh 
General Administration (Integration) 
Department, and shoidd be sent by re- 
gistered post so as to reach him vrithto 
the specified period. Every such repre- 
sentation win be duly considered by the 
Advisory Committee constitute by the 
Central Government for the purpose imder 
Section 115 (5) Ibid and It will be for- 
warded for final orders to the C^tral 
Government with their recommendation. 

Note X:— A Government servant 
desirous of submitting a representation 
may obtain any relevant Information 
about the service details of any person or 
persons Included to the gradation list by 
maktog an application to the Under Secre- 
tary, General Administration (Integration) 
Department for obtaining copies of rele- 
vant documents on payment of the re- 
quisite copying fee. 
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Note 2: — ■ THe time t^en in obtaining 
copies ■will be excluded in computmg tbe 
period specified above for submitting re- . 
presentationu” 

G. This notification was sent to the 
petitioner by his official superior on 23 
No'vember 1961. Even before that, by an 
application dated 6 Noyember 1961, the 
petitioner had asked for information about 
the service details of persons holding the 
equated ■posts. By memo No. 6808/XlIX/E, 
dated 6 November 1961, he was intimated 
that information as regards duties, po^wers, 
territorial chEirges, appoiii'tment orders, 
confirmation orders, techmc^ and other 
qualifications, rules for fixing semority 
etc, could not be supplied. The petitioner 
then applied for copies of the proformah 
referred to in the aforesaid memo dated 
6 November 1961. relating to two govern- 
ment servants placed in a high^ 
gory and, after obtaining them, submittea 
a representation dated 29 December 1961 
claiming that his post should be equated 
with the posts mentioned in Categoiy I 
of the provisional gradation list and ffiat 
his seniority should be so fixed m that 
category that he is assigned the tmrd 
place in that list. By memo No. 2235/55/ 
XK/E, dated 1 April 1964, the_ State C^V- 
emment intimated to the petitioner that 
his representation ■was rejected by the 
Government of India in consulffition ^^n 
the State Advisory ^mmittea Sub- 
sequently by the notffied order No-_258^ 
8423-XIX-E-65, dated 4 June 196o, the 
provisional gradation list “ade finffi 
md was published m the M. P. Kajpatra 
Extraordinary dated 18 June 1965. 
^Even when the aforesaid representa- 
tion dated 29 December 1961 was under 
X^ncndpration the State Government issued 
aHrler No 3090/618/XIX/E. dated 15 
May 1963 whereby— 

(11 as from 1 November 1956. the Pet^ 
tioner was pro-visionally absorbed agonist 
a post of overseer electacal/mechamcal 
Ld included in the cadre of overseers 
electrical/mechanical for 
Unification of Pay Scales and Fixation of 
Pav on Absorption Rules. 19a9, and 

^1 it was directed that he would be 
deemed to be holding that post in an of- 
ficiating/temporary capaaty In the unified 
Ecale until further orders. 

8 Tile petitioner has main^ CiiaUong- 
ed the order of the Central Government 
rciccting liis representation n^amst the 
pro^smnal gradation Hst, the finti grada- 
tion list dated 4 June 1965 and the order 
dated 15 Mav 1963 relating to 
mv int'T alia on the following 
^ti) By Section 115 (5) of the Art the 
Central Government has been comtim.d 
tine .sole authority (rd to make uiwrion and 
Integration of .servaccs .r^mong m.. 

'States* fbl to ensure fair .md 

to all persons rffiected ^ the 
^visions of the section ana aLo (c) *.o 


ensure proper consideration of any re- 
presentation made by such persons. The 
Central Government is not competent to 
delegate these statutory powers and duties 
to any other authority either in the Union 
or in the State. Even so, it delegated the 
work of integration of services of the new 
State of Madhya Pradesh to the State 
Go^vernment ■with the consequence that 
the combined gradation lists prepared by 
the latter were incompetent, illegal and 
of no effect. 

(ii) By refusing to supply to the peti- 
tioner information about the service de- 
tails of the persons included in the pro^vi- 
sional combined gradation list such as 
duties, powers, territorial charges, appoint- 
ment orders, confirmation orders, techni- 
cal and other qualifications eta. the State 
Government denied to him a fair opportu- 
nity to make representation. 


(iii) The order of the Central Govern- 
ment on the petitioner’s representation, as 
communicated by the State Government 
by memo No. 2235/55/XIX/E, dated 3 April 
1964, to the effect that the representation 
was rejected in consultation with the 
State Ad^visory Committee is no order_ in 
the eye of law because it is not a sneaking 
order in that it does not give any reasons 
therefor and it was also passed In dis- 
regard of the rules of natural justice after 
t.nking into account the recommendations 
of the State Advisory Committee without 
disclosing those recommendations to the 
petitioner and also without affording to 
him an opportunity of being heard against 
them. 


ffv) By the impugned order dated 15 
May 1963. v.'hidh ■was passed ex parte 
•without affording to the petitioner an op- 
portunity of being heard against it and 
also in disregard of the protection afford- 
ed by Section 115 IT) of the Act. the 
State Government demoted the petitioner 
to a lower post and placed him on a lower 
scale of pay with the consequence that he 
suffered enormous loss in emoIunH;nts as 
disclosed in Annexurcs XR'' to XX. 


9, In the return filed on 5 July 3905 
on behalf of the State Government, the 
Central Government and the Secretary’ to 
the State Government in the Public 
Worta Department it was stated that 
under the prortrior.s of tbe Act the rcs- 
pontibility for integrating the .‘•ervices of 
the succ''S'or State was that of the toc- 
cossor State ifrelf and the Cc.ntral Gov- 
ermnont was authorired only to reo taat 
the allocated rer.-ants were treated fainy 
and their representations were p-op’-r1y 
heard. There was. m regard to thrs 
nutho-itv of the Central Government no 
delegation. It war, not dirputc-d that the 
Tjctitioncr h.ad apphed for .rcr.icc detailr 
of th« persan.s indtsded in the ccmbinc-d 
crr.d.ation list such ns dutire, pewerr. ter- 
ritorial charges, cppdntecnt ordc.m. con- 
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firmatlon orders,’technlcal and other cniall- 
fications and information relatinc to these 
details were not supplied to him because 
they did not constitute "relevant Infor* 
mation.” However, there was. by reason 
of refusal to supply what was not relevant 
information, no denial of a fab opportunl'- 
ty to make representation against the prtw 
ymonai combined gradation list The 
order passed by the Central Government 
on the petitioner’s representation was not 
a judicial order and it was not therefore, 
necessary to give reasons for its rejection. 
That being so. the order does not suffer 
from any of the defects attributed to It 
by the petitioner. Finally. In regard to 
provisional absorption of the allocated gov- 
emment servants and fixation of their pay 
scale, the matter was entirely within the 
jurisdiction of the successor State and 
there was no Question of giving to them 
any opportunity of making any represen- 
tation In the matter because it was open 
to them, at their option, to retain their 
old scales of pay. 

10 . When the case came up for hearing 
before us on 21 August 1968. the judg- 
ment of the Supreme Court in Union of 
India V. P. K. Boy. AIR 1968 SC 8S0 had 
been reported In view of the law laid 
down in that case, the learned Govern- 
ment Advocate, who appeared for the res- 
pondents. found hlinself unable to support 
the position taken in the return, requested 
for and obtained an adjoumment for tak- 
ing steps to amend the return and sub- 
sequently applied for leave so to do. The 
amendments sought to be made disclose a 
complete change of front. IVhile U was 
claimed in the return that the work of 
effectuating the Integration of services la 
the succesave State was the responsibili- 
ty of that State Itself and the Central 
Government was authorised only to see 
toat the allocated servants were treated 
fairly and the representation made by 
them were properly considered, an en- 
deavour hss now been made by the pro- 
posed amendments to show inter alia that 
it was at the instance of the Central Gov- 
ernment and. in accordance with the prin- 
ciples- formulated by it. that the work of 
integration of services was done by the 
successor State and then “the equation of 
posts and the fixation of grades was done 
as indicated below and the same was aiv 
proved by the Central Govemment”. 

Not unexpectedly, the petitioner opposed 
the application for amendment as not 
made in good faith and also as trying to 
introduce, as an afterthought, a new. 
totally different and altogether inconsia- 
tent case In order to bring It within the 
rule laid down in AIR 1963 &C 850 (Supral. 
In view of the forthright sumd taken In 
the return filed in this case irath by the 
State Government and the CCTtral Gov- 
ernment to the effect that th^work of 
effectuating the Integration of eemces was 
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the responsibility of the successor State 
and also in the background of the Instruo- 
tions issued by the Central Government- 
from time to time in regard to the matter, 
we entertain^ some doubt about the 
correctness of the statement that, in this 
particular case, approval of the Central 
Government was obtained “to the equa- 
fton of po^ and the fixation of grades^. 
W& therefore, directed that the relevant 
communications by which such approval 
was sought and obtained be produced 
before usl 

IL We have Indicated that. In this 
matter, the Central Government had Issued 
instructions from time to time. It will be 
recalled that, on 6th and 7th December 
1956. there was a conference of the Chief 
Secretaries and other representatives of 
States in Hew Delhi The Central Gov- 
ernment had proposed that a committee 
presided over by a Joint Secretary of 
the Central Government would deal with 
the integration of the State service per- 
sonnel. All the State representatives, who 
did not accept that proposal, prevailed 
upon the Central Government to leave the 
work of integration entirely to the State 
Governments and also to give them free- 
dom to devise their own machinery for 
the ptirpose. Even so. the Central Gor- 
emment decided to retain with It the 
work of attending to representations that 
might be made by service personnel af- 
fected by the reorganisation of States. So, 
the Central Government sent to the State 
Governments concerned the letter No. 
62/22i56.SR II. dated 3 April 1S57 con- 
veying the following decisions: 

”3. After taking into consideration the 
views expressed by the State representa- 
tives in the matter, the Government of 
India have now decided that the work of 
Integration of services should be dealt with 
by the State Governments themselves In 
the light of the general principles already 
devised and agreed to at the summer 
Conference ol Chief Secretaries. TheT 
hope that In devising the appropriate 
machinery for handling the work of In- 
tegration of service personnel the State 
Government will pay due regard to the 
need for constituting the machinery in such 
a manner as would Inspire confidence 
among persons drawn from different units. 

4. It has also been decided that Advisory 
Committees should be established under 
the provision Quoted in paragraph 1 above 
for assisting the Central Government in 
dealing with all representations from 
service personnel affected by reorcanlsa- 
tion as follows:— 

0) a committee at the Centre to deal 
with ail representations from persons be- 
longing to State Services composed of a 
member of tiie Union Public Service 
Commlsrion as Chairman and a retirw 
Hi^ Court Judge and a senior adminis- 
trator serving or retired, as Members 
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Gil a Committee in respect of each of 
the reorganised States of Andhra Pradesh, 
Bombay. Kerala, Madhya Pradesh, Mad- 
ras Mysore. Puniab and Rajasthan to deal 
■with representations from members of the 
Servdces other than State Services, com- 
posed of a Member of the State Public 
Service Commission as Chairman and a 
Deputy Secretary of the Government of 
India and a nominee of the State Govern- 
ment as Members: 

The last-mentioned Committee may co- 
opt ^ _mav be necessary nominees of the 
Administrative Secretary in the State 
Government and the Head of the Depart- 
ment concerned to assist it in the disposal 
of cases relating to each Department. 
Necessary steps are being talren to appoint 
Members of the above Committees ac- 
cordingly. 

••• •*« •«« •*« ••• •<¥ 

5. The State Governments are request- 
ed to give these arrangements necessary 
publicitv among the seivdce personnel con- 
cerned and also take steps to foru’ard to 
the Government of India all such repre- 
sentations along with a brief statement of 
each case for being considered by the 
Committee,” 

12, It will be readily seen that, ac- 
cording to the aforesaid deciaons, the 
work of integration was left to be dealt 
with by the State Governments them- 
selves in the light of certain general 
principles formulated and already agreed 
to at an earlier conference. That Is how 
ft was understood bv the Mysore State 
Government which prepared the provi- 
sional and final gradation lists uilhoul any 
reference to the Central Government 
hL A. Jaleel v. State of Mysore, AIR 1961 
Mys 210. The Bombay Government too 
proceeded so to do and adopted a resolu- 
tion dated 25 October 1957 in connection 
with equation of posts. The Central Gov- 
ernment however, directed a reconsidera- 
tion of the 'resolution” when a number of 
affectKi persons made representations to 
It: A. J. Patel v. State of Gujarat AIR 
1965 Guj 23 (FB). Even in this State, the 
decision conveyed by the letter dated 3 
April 1957 was understood In the same 
sense and the State Government prepared 
provisional and final gradation lists. How- 
ever. .since the State Government had been 
ad\nsed that under Section 115 (5) of the 
Act the entire responsibilitv for the In- 
tegration of Eer\nces was that of the Cen- 
tral Government and. therefore, tliat 
Government should publish the final 
gradation list clarification was sought on 
the point In the letter No. 2r)52/Mntcg. 
dated 10 July 1959. addressed to tiic Cen- 
tral Govem-mont the State Government 
stated inter alia as follows: — 

"The State Government are advised that 
since und^’r Section 115 fS) of the States 
Reorganisation Act the entire rcsixinsi- 


bility for the integration of sendees Is that 
of the Central Government the final list 
should be published by the Central Gov- 
ernment Since this vidll involve a lot of 
work at the Central Government’s level, 
an alternative solution seems to be that 
tiiese lists be published by us after duly 
incorporating the orders passed by the 
Cen^l Government and it may be speci- 
fied in the preamble that they are publish- 
ed imder the authority of the Central Gov- 
ernment.” 


In the letter No. 9/10/59-SRfS) dated II, 
November 1959 sent in reply, a copy of 
which was fonvarded to each of the con- 
cerned State Government^ the Centi^ 
Government, while refraiiung from say- 
ing anything about the extent of its res- 
ponsibility under Section 115 (5) of the 
Act for the integration of services, convey- 
ed its decision about the procedure to be 
followed for publishing the final common 
gradation lists as follows: 


*7 am directed to refer to State Gov- 
ernment’s letter No. 2552A-Integration, 
dated the 10th July. 1959. on the above 
subject and to say that the Government of 
India have dedded as follows: — 


(11 As regards procedure for publishing 
Common Gradation lists, the Government 
of India agree that the State Government 
will Publish the final common Gradation 
Lists in its O/fidal Gazette, after follow- 
ing the procedure indicated herein: 


(B The State Government has to Satisfy 
itself that the following steps have been 
taken before it deddes to publish the 
Common Gradation Lists. 

fal that the Government of 

(Name of the State) effected the Integra- 
tion of services of the (Name) Depart- 
ment/Establishment and prepared the 
provisional Common Gradation Lists in 
accordance with the prindples laid down 
by the Central Government; 

(b) that the Government of (Name of 
the State) published in the Offidal Gazette 
of the State the said provisional Grada- 
tion lists and afforded an opoortunitv to 
the service personnel affected to represent 
to the Gov^emment of India under Sec- 
tion 115 (5) of Slates Reorganisation Act, 
1956. 


(c) that the representation. If any. of 
officers affected had been decided in con- 
sultation with the Central Advisory Com- 
mittee State Advisory Committee ns en- 
visaged under Section 115 (51 of States Re- 
organisation Act. 1956 and 

(d) that the above-mentioned dcdsicns 
have been correctiv incorporated in the 
final Common Gnsdnlion Lists. 

fii) The State Gnvemmcnl will prefix 
to the notification publishing final Common 
Gradation Lists a preamble {copy endets- 
cd).” 

The prc.ambic directed to be prefixed 
reads: 
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‘In exerdse of the powers conferred 
by the proviso to Article 309 of the Constt- 
tutlon and In accordance with the deci- 
sions of the ^vemment of India under 
the prtmsions of Section 115(5) of the 
States Reorganisation Act, 1956 (Central 
Act 37 of 1956), the Governor of (name 
of the State) Is pleased to publish the 
final gradation lik of the (name) esta- 
blishment/department. which be In 

force retrospectively from the 1st Nov- 
ember, 1956.” 

Quite apart from the conaderation that 
- the decision was, imllke those conveyed 
by the letter dated 3 April 1957. not 
given any publicity and Is, therefore, not 
generally mown to the sendee personnel. 
It is obrious that, in regard to the under- 
taking of responribility for the Integra- 
tion of services, tb<g procedure does not 
show any advance on the position dis- 
dosed in the earlier letter dated 3 April 
1957, for the Cmtral Government Indi- 
cated that it would only dedde the re- 
presentation of persons aggrieved by the 
provisional combined gradation list and 
required that those dedsioos should be 
correctly Incorporated In the final list 
As to the rest the final gradation Ust was 
directed to be published by the State 
Government under Its rule making power 
ezerdsable under the proviso to Ai^ 309 
of the Constitution. It may be noted 
here that the State Government’s prooo- 
fial that the final gradation list be pub* 
Ushed under the authority of the Central 
Government was not accepted. Subse- 
quently. explaining the Central Gov- 
ernment stated in its letter Jlo. 9/10/59- 
SR(S) dated 12 hlarch 1960, which reads 
as follows: 

"I am directed to refer to the Stale 
Govenunenfs letter No. 123-3I63/I-hiteg.« 
dat^ 9th January, 1960. on the above 
subject and to say that subject to the 
spe^c obligations cast on the Central 
Government under sub-sections (2) to (5) 
and the proviso to sub-section (7) of Sec- 
tion 115 of the States Reorgaidutloii Act. 
persons in the State Services continue 
to belong to the State services and the 
directions, if any. given under Sec 117 
of that Act have to be complied with only 
by the State Government. In confirming 
the gradation list, as modified. If neces- 
sary, with reference to the dedrions of 
. the Ceirtral Government on representa- 
tions made by any of the affected persons, 
the State Government may be said to 
regulate the conditions of sendee of their 
eervants. C^equently. there seems to 
be no objection to Invoking the prtndso 
to Artide 309 In the preamble. Indicating 
at the same time that the final list Is In 
accordance with the deddons of the Gov- 
ernment of India under Section 115 
of the States Reorganisation Act, although 
no rule as sudi Is framed for the pur- 
pose." 
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13, In order to complete the picture^ 
It is necessary to refer to two other letters 
which disclose the thinking of the Cen- 
tral Government in a somewhat contrary 
direction. In toe letter No. 9/iO/59-SR(SJ 
dated 25th July i960, the Central Govern- 
ment stated: 

‘*1 am to state further that the States 
Reorganisation Act casts the responabl- 
lity for Integration of services on tos 
Central Government and that toe pre- 
sumption made by the State Government 
that, in toe case of toe departments 
where no representations have been re- 
ceived against toe equation of posts or 
toe provisional combined gradation list, 
no question of any direction from toe 
Central Government arises, and that, the 
gradation list may therefore be finalised 
without any reference to toe Central 
Government Is not wholly correct even 
though for practical purposes the ap- 
proval of toe Government of India to 
toe equadoo of posts and combined gra- 
dation list may be presumed in such 
cases. But In cases where the State Gov- 
ernment desire to have toe specific ap- 
proval of the Government of India for 
any particular equation of posts or for 
finidisation of the providonal gradation 
Ust. it Is requested that toe relevant tn- 
formation may be furnished to the Gov- 
ernment of India," / ■ 

Again, after the judgment of the My- 
fyte High Court In AIR 1061 Mys. 210 
(supra) was delivered on ISth March 
1961. toe Central Government sent to 
each of the State Governments concerned 
a letter dated 11th October 1961 as unden 

"A question has been raised whether 
In respect of any providonal common 
gradation lists where no appeals were 
preferred by any of toe employees agalnsf 
toe said common gradation lirts, toe ap- 
proval of the Central Government can 
be presumed and toe fina l gradation lists 
published by the State Gwernment with 
the preamble suggested by toe Govern- 
ment of India in their letter No. 9/J0/59- 
SR(S) dated the llto November 3959, 
addressed to toe Govermnent of Madhya 
Pradesh and copies endorsed to the State 
Govermnents or whether the lists should 
be formally sent to the Government of 
India for approval before publicatioiu 
The matter has been considered and it 
has been dedded as Section 115(5) of toe 
States EeorgaiJsatlon Act, 3956, confer 
powers in regard to integration of servi- 
ces exclusively on the Central Govern- 
ment, It will be necessary for toe State ' 
Government to obtain the Epedfle approval 
of toe Central Government even In res- 
pect of provisional gradation lists In re- 
gard to which no representations have 
been received, before publishing them as 
final gradation lists. I am directed to 
request that action may Hndly be takm 
accordingly.” 
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14. This vadllatinH attitude of the 
Central Government in regard to the ex- 
tent of its responsibilily imder Sec- 
fion 115 f5) of the Act for the integration 
of services vras reflected in some cases in 
V7hich that Government was required to 
appear. So, in the case of AIR 1968 SC 
850 (supra), the Solicitor General sub- 
mitted that the power of effectuating the 
Integration of services was not exclusive- 
ly conferred on the Central Government 
under Section 115(5) of the Act and that 
the power of the State Government in 
the matter remained tmaffected except to 
the extent that it was obliged to carry out 
the direction given in the matter by the 
Central Government. However, in AIR 
1965 Guj 23 (FB) (supra), the Attorney 
General had argued that the power of 
integration vested solely and exclusively 
on the Central Government under Sec^ 
lion 115(5) of the Act. 

In Union of India v. G. M, Shankaralah, 
Civil Appeals Nos. 1439 and 1416 of 1967, 
D/- 16-10-1968 (SC), the Mysore State, 
in which (as indicated by the Supreme 
Court) the Central Government had dele- 
gated its powers under Section 115 of the 
Act, prepared a provisional common gra- 
dation list. Certain objections raised in 
regard to the list were decided by the 
Central Government on the recommenda- 
tions of the Advisory Committee consti- 
tuted by it imder Section 115(5) of the 
Act. These were challenged in several 
writ petitions heard by the Mysore High 
Court. The Central Government took 
the stand that the function entrusted to 
It under the Act was purely administra- 
tive, that it was not justiciable, that no 
Quezon of violation of the principles^ of 
natural justice could arise and the im- 
pugned decisions were final However, 
the High Court allowed the Central Gov- 
ernment to take *'a somersault on what 
the case of the Government till then %vas 
and to contend successfully that the ded- 
sions, though they purported to be final 
were only provisonal that the affected 
persons had a right to make represento- 
tions against it that those representa- 
tions would be considered by the Cent:^ 
Government with tlie assistance of the 
Advisory Committee and. therefore, the 
Central Government would arrive at a 
final dedsion. 


In the appeal filed by the Central Gov- 
crnm^nt against tlic dedsion of the My- 
,r.orc Hi.gh Court, an un-successful en- 
deavour was made in the Supreme Court 
to willidraw the admission that the earlier 
decisions on the objections raued in re- 
gard to the list were provisional and not 
final on the ground that it was an_ erro- 
ncoMS ccnce.ss!nn mado on a question of 
' -pi" Si’prcm'’ Court pointed out 
that it was not. in fact an admi^rion of 
that , nature. It is rc.markable that in 


all this, the Central Government display- 
ed a deplorable lack of consistency. It 
is all the more so when regard is had to 
the consideration that it appertains to a 
matter of vital importance to thousands 
of members of the public service in seve- 
re States who are affected by the reorga- 
nisation brought about by the provisions 
of the Act. 

15. We have already indicated that 
the Central Government had belatedly 
accepted the position that the provisions 
of the Act cast upon it the exclusive res- 
ponsibility for effectuating the integra- 
tion of services in the affected States. In 
this connection, we may refer to the Cen- 
tral Government’s letters dated 25th July 
1960 and 11th October 1961, which we 
^ve already noticed. The instructions 
in the earlier letter are, however, ambi- 
guous because it was stated that "in cases 
where .the State Government desire to 
have the specific approval of the Govern- 
ment of India for any particular equation 
of posts or for finalisation of the provi- 
sional gradation list, it is requested that 
the relevant information may be furnish- 
ed to the Government of India”. These 
instructions appear to give the State 
Government liberty to obtain or not to 
obtain such specific approval But the 
letter dated 11th October 1961 Ls imequi- 
vocal It reads; 

"The matter has been considered and If 
has been' decided, as Section 115(5) of the 
States Reorganisation Act, 1956, confer 
powers in regard to integration of servi- 
ces exclusively on the Central Govern- 
ment. it will be necessary for the State 
Government to obtain the specific ap- 
proval of the Central Government even 
in respect of provisional gradation lists 
in regard to which no representations 
have been received, before publishing 
them as final gradation lists. I am direct- 
ed to request that action may kindly be 
taken accordingly.” 

It is implicit in this letter that such spe- 
cific approval is essential in regard to 
other pro%’isional gradation lists also. 
Indeed the letter may well bo regarded 
as containing directions under Section 117 
of the Act which, by their own force and 
independently of Section 115 (5) thereof, 
obliged the State Government to act in 
conformity therewith. That being ro. 
the State Go%'crnmont could not disrcg.ard 
those directions vithout rendering invalid 
any action so talicn by it, 

1C. In the instant case, when we 
dircric-d that the relc’rent communka- 
tionSs whereby approval of the Central 
Government was obtalnea to "the equa- 
tion of posts and the fixation of gradcri*. 
be produced before vx all that could I’C 
shown to us wa.s a letter Ko. C.'.lflP'i'e,!- 
SlifSl dated Herd Dccemb-'r 19-3" from 
the' Central Govcrnm.e.nt .approxdng the 
rc-corntnendations of llie State Advi-rery 
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Committee on certain representations 
made against the provisional gradation 
list Thus, unlike the gradation list In 
the case of AIR 1958 SC 850 (supra) 
which the Government of India had 
"approved subject to certain modifica- 
tions in the equation and chan g es propos- 
ed in accordance with the dedsion on the 
individual representations (paragraph 9)”, 
the gradation list in tl^ case was not 
approved by the Central Government, 
which dealt only with the representatiotis 
against the provisional gradation list, 
leaving the work of integration to be 
dealt with by the State Government It- 
as envisaged by its earlier dedaons 
communicated by the letter No. 66^2/56- 
SR.II dated 3rd April 1957. 

It will be recalled that, when It was 
argued in AIR 1968 SC 850 (supra) that, by 
this letter the Central Government re^y 
abdicated its functions and left the work 
of integration to the State Government, 
the Supreme Court pointed out that It 
related only to the preliminary work of 
preparation of gradation lists (paragraph 
10). But in this case nothing more was 
done for. as shown, the consideration of 
the representations was In accordance 
with the dedsiona of 1957, which bad left 
work of Integration of services to be 
dealt with by the State Government 
themselves. In the drcnmstances, we 
decline to grant leave to Introduce £o the 
return the proposed amendments wUdt 
have no ttagla in facta. 

17. One of the main questions for con- 
sideration In this case is whether, under 
Section 115 of the Act. the Cectr^ Gov- 
ernment alone has exclurive power to 
effectuate the integration of services In 
the varioxis States aSected by the provi- 
sions of the Act This questiim was rais- 
ed before the Supreme Court la two 
cases. In AIR 1968 SC 850 (supra), thdr 
Lord^ps. without dedding the question, 
assumed for the purpose of that case that 
sub-sections (3), (4) and (5) of Section 115 
of the Act read together, conferred on the 
Central Government exdusive power In 
regard to the Integration of the services. 
In Gvil Appeals Nos. 1439 and 1416 of 
1967. D/- 16-10-1968 (SC) (supra), the 
que^on was again left open. In these 
drcuiDStancea. it is areued that, under 
Artides 162 and 246(3) read with Entry 
41 of list n of the institution, the State 
Government alone has eidusive power to 
effectuate the Intwjration of Its public 
aervices. In our opinion, this Is not oj- 
tirely correct. 

It is true that, speaking generally, the 
executive power of a State extends to all 
matters enumerated In the State list, 
Indut^g "State public services” over 
which the State Legislature has power to 
mdse laws and the e x p r ession *^tate 
public services" in Entiy 41 Is vride 
pnniigh to indude the initiation of these 
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services. But there are three provirions 
In the Constitution which mak^ the exer- 
cise of this power subject to other provi- 
eions of the Constitution. 

It is expressly enacted In the main 
claxBe of Article 162 that the exerdse by 
the State Government of Its executive 
power is "subject to the provisions of this 
Constitution”. Again, the language of 
the proviso to that ArtlcJe. applying as 
It apparently does to matters enumerated 
In the Concurrent List, is enough to 
include within its ambit any other matter 
with respect to which the Legislature of 
a State and the Parliament have concur- 
rent power to make laws: T^t b^g so, 
any "supplemental, inddental and conse- 
quential provisions” relating to public ser- 
vices of newly formed States In any law 
made by Parliament relating to reorgani- 
sation of States under Airtides 3 and 4 of 
the Constitution will have an overriding 
effect and the “executive power of the 
State Rhalt be subject to, and limited by, 
the executive power expressly co^erred 
by the Constitution or by any law made 
by Parliament upon the Union or auth^ 
Titles thereof*. Finally, the proviso to 
Artide 73(1) of the Constitutim wUch 
lays down that the executive power of 
the Union shall not extend to ''znatten 
with respect to which the Legislature ol 
a State has also power to szake laws” lift! 
this inhibition In regard to any znattez 
expressly so provided (I) In the Constitu- 
tioD^or (li) in any law made by Parlla- 

The States Reorganisation Act. 1956, 
was enacted by Parliament which derived 
Its power so to do under Artides 3 and 4 
of the Constitution. Therefore the execu- 
tive power of the Central Government In 
regard to matters covered by that A^ 
Including the State public services, will 
have a subordinating and impairing effect 
on the executive power exercisable 1^ 
the State in regard to those matters. 
In view of these provisions, we are unable 
to accept the contention that the govern- 
ment of a reorganised State alone has 
exdusive power to effectuate the lnt«ra- 
tion of Its services. Indeed, this 
positicin was not taken even In the case of 
AIR 1968 SC 850 (supra) and all that was 
contended there by the Solidtor General 
was that, under Section 115(5) ot the Act, 
the power of integration was not exclu- 
sively conferred on the Central Govern- 
ment. but the power of the State Govern- 
ment in the matter, which reiWned im- 
affect^ had to be exercised subject to 
the directions of the Central Government. 
If, as contended, the State Government 
had exdusive power in the matter, there 
could be no question of taldng. and actteg 
In accordance with, the directions of the 
Central Government. To explain this. It 
Is argued that the Central Government 
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derived, trader the relevant provisions of 
the Ac^ no more than a power to ^ve 
such directions leaving the State Govern- 
ment’s power to integrate its services 
otherwise traaffected. The contention is 
grounded on the opinion expressed by the 
Gujarat High Court m AIR 1965 Guj 23 
(FB) (supra) which dissented from a con- 
trary conclusion reached by the Mysore 
High Court in AIR 1961 Mys 210 (supra). 
To ascertain which of the two views is 
acceptable "to us, it is necessary to conri- 
der the scope and effect of the relevant 
provisions, namely, Sections 114 to 118 
of the Act. 

18. Section 114 of the Act deals with 
All India services and is not relevant for 
this case. So is Section 118 which relates 
to the State Public Service Commission. 
Sections 115, 116 and 117, which are ma- 
terial, are reproduced below; 

"115(1). Every person who immediate- 
ly before the appointed day is serving in 
connection with the affairs of the Union 
under the administrative control of the 
Lieutenant-Governor or Chief Commis- 
sioner in any of the existing States of 
Ajmer. Bhopal, Coorg, Kutch and Vin- 
dhya Pradesh or is serving in connection 
with the affairs of any of the existing 
States of Mysore, Punjab, Patiala and 
East Pxmjab States Union and Saurashtra 
shall, as from that day, be deemed to 
have been allotted to serve in connection 
with the affairs of the successor State to 
that existing State. 

(2) Every person who immediately be- 
fore the appointed day is serving in con- 
nection with the affairs of an existing 
State part of whose territories is transfer- 
red to another State by the provisions of 
Part n shall, as from that day, provi- 
sionally continue to serve in connection 
with the affairs of the principal successor 
State to that existing State, unless he is 
required by general or special order of 
the Central Government to serve provi- 
sionally in connection with the affairs of 
any other successor State. 

(3) As soon as may be after the ap- 

pointed day. the Central Government 
shall, by general or special order, deter- 
mine the successor State to which every 
person referred to in sub-section (2) shall 
be finally allotted for service and the 
date with effect from whidi such allot- 
ment shall •take effect or be deemed to 
have taken effect. , , _ ^ 

(4) Every person who Is finally allotted 
, under the provisions of rab-secUon (3) to 

successor State shalL if be Is not jil- 
ready serving therein bo made available 
for serving in that succes.sor State from 
such date as may be agreed upon between 
the Governments concerned, .and in de- 
fault of such agreement, ns may be deter- 
mined by the Central Government 

(5) The Central Government may by 
ortlcr establish one or more Advisory 


Committees for the purpose of assisting £fi 
in regard to-^_ 

(a) the division and integration of the 
services among the new States and the 
States of Andhra Pradesh and Madrasi 
and 

(b) the ensuring of fair and equitable 
treatment to all persons affected by the 
provisior^ of this section and' the pro- 
per consideration of any representations 
made by such persons. 

(6) The foregoing provisions of this 
section shall not apply in relation to any 
T^rson to whom the provisions of Sec- 
tion 114 apply, 

(7) Nothing in this section shall be 
deemed to_ affect after the appointed day 
the operation of the provisions of Chap- 
ter I of Part XTV of the Constitution In 
relation to the determination of the condi- 
tions of service of persons serving in con- 
nection with the affairs of the Union or 
any State; 

Provided that the conditions of service 
applicable immediately before the ap- 
pointed day to the case of any person re- 
ferred to in sub-section (1) or sub-sec- 
tion (2) shall not be varied to liis dis- 
advantage except with the previous ap- 
proval of the Central Government 

116. (1) Every person who immediately 
before the appointed day is holding or 
discharging the duties of any post or office 
in connection with the affairs of the 
Union or of an existing State in any area 
which on that day falls within another 
existing State or a new State or a Union 
territory shall, except where by virtue or 
in consequence of the provisions of this 
Act such post or office ceases to exist on 
that day, continue to hold the same post 
or office in the other existing State or new 
State or Union territory in which such 
area is included on that day, and shall be 
deemed as from that day to have been 
duly appointed to such post or office by 
the Government of. or other appropriate 
authority in. such State, or by the Cen- 
tral Government or other appropriate 
authority in such Union territory, as the 
case may be. 

(2) Nothing in this section shall be 
deemed to prevent a competent authority, 
after the appointed day, from pnsring fn 
relation to any such person any order 
affecting his continuance in such post or 
office. 

117. The Central Government may at 
any time before or after the ap!>osnted 
day give such directions to any State 
Government as may appear to it to be 
necessary for the purpose of giving effect 
to the foregoing prowsionr. of this Part 
and the Slate Government shnll comply 
■with such direction.^.’’ 

19. Sub-sc-ction (1) of Section 115 pro- 
rides for statutory allolmrnt of certain 
persons serving in some Slates to the rae- 
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cessor States. Sub-section (2) of that eeo- 
tion enacts that certain other civil eer- 
vants slutll be deemed to be allotted to 
the principal successor State and to pro- 
visionally continue to serve In that State. 
Sub-section (3) empowers the Central 
Government to determine the successor 
State to which the dvil servants referred 
to in sub-section (2) shall be finally allot- 
ted and sub-section (4) provides lor ^v- 
inC effect to such orders of the Central 
Government. It Is not difficult to see 
that these elaborate providons had to be 
made in regard to allotment of ddl ser- 
vants because, in the first instance, It was 
In part final and in part provision^ The 
Important point is that, for the final allot- 
ment of persons serving proddonally in 
the successor State, as prodded In sub- 
sec. (2) ibid, exdudve power had to be 
dven to an Impartial outside authority 
like the Central Government for the ot^- 
vious reason that it could not be done 
either by any existing State, which was 
disestablished or dismembered by the pro- 
visions of the Act or even by any suc- 
cessor State. 

20. It is, however, argued that the ex- 
dudve power to effectuate the Integration 
of services in the newly formed States is 
oot given to the Central Government, 
either directly or in words suffidently 
sdde in amplitude to express such an 
tetendment That the power has not 
bem given directly is undoubtedly tnie, 
but we do not agree that such power can- 
not be inferred as flovdog by necessary 
implication. We have, therefore, to as- 
certain from the language of See. 115(5) 
and other relevant provisions of the Act 
whether the power is Impliedly conferred. 
lYom a plain reading of eub-section (5) 
ibid, it is obvious that the Central Gov- 
ernment is empowered to establish one 
or more . advisory committees for the 
pinpose of assisting It 'in regard to'— 

(i) the division of services among the 
affected States; 

those States; 

(iil) the ensuring of fdr and equitable 
treatment to all T»rsons affected by the 
provisions of Section 115; and 

(iv) the proper consideration of any 
representations made by such persons. 

Now, it Is not posrible to conceive of 
any authority being empowered by an 
enactment to obtain assistance in regard 
to an act whidi it is not authorised to do. 
It follows by necessary implication that 
the Central Government is authorised to 
do all those acts in regard to wWch It la 
enabled to seek asristance from advisory 
committees. The reason of the rule is 
that whenever anything is authorised to 
be done by law, there la necessarily In- 
cluded in that authority every power the 
denial of which would reader the grant 
of the authority Ineffective. And what Is 
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necessarily implied from the language of 
a statute is as much a part of it as if it 
^re especially and expressly written 
In It. 

21. The further submission b that this 
authority could at the most be Implied 
•'in reganl to” the integration of services 
In the new States and the States of An- 
dhra Pradesh and Madras and the Intend- 
ment arising from this language does not 
extend to constituting the Central Gov- 
ernment the sole authority for effectuat- 
ing the Integration of services In those 
States. The precise contention Is that the 
power given to the Central Government 
•'in regard to” integration Is not, and 
should not be construed to be, the same 
as. or as wide as, the one given “for the 
purpose of integration”. We are unable 
to accept this contention for several rea- 
sons. In the first place. It appears to us 
that perhaps the draftsman did not make 
In sub-section (5) repetitive use of the 
expression "for the purpose of” in close 
proximity with a view to avoiding inele- 
gant drafting. Secondly.' the true mean- 
ing of the expression "in regard* to” has 
to be gathered from the collocation and 
context in which It has been used and It 
bears In sub-section (5) the same meaning 
as the expression "for the purpose of*. 
Thirdly, even If the expression "in regard 
to” merely refers to the subject-matter 
In connection with which provisioii has 
been made for obtaining assistance from 
advisory committees, the content of the 
pbject-matter has to be ascert^ed and 
U is not enough to vaguely say. as was 
done in the majority opinion delivered in 
AIR 1965 Guj 23 (FB) (supra), that the 
Central Government has "cert^ func- 
tions" to perform in connection with the 
Integration of services. 

Finally, we do not find anything in the 
provisjons of Sections 115 and 117 of the 
Act to lend support to the argument that 
the exercise of the powers xmder &c- 
ia Te*rari to liAtgrafion Is 
l^ted to giving directions in connection 
therewith under Section 117. It Is true 
Section 117 generally empowers the 
C^tral , Government to give such direc- 
tions to any State Government as may 
appear to it to be necessary for giving 
effect to the provisions of part X, Includ- 
ing Section 115(5), but that Is an addi- 
tional power conferred for the* purpose of 
effectuating the exercise of tiie power 
given to the Central Government Inter 
ana in regard to the integration of servi- 
ces under the aforesaid Section 115(5) 
and throws no light on the content of toe 
power under toe last-mentioned provi- 
sion. So. in AIR 1965 Guj 23 (FB) (supra), 
Desai C. J., who delivered the majority 
opinion, observed: 

"A reliance was placed upon the provl- 
dons contained in Section 117 which em- 
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son -whereby -the assessee could olairn to 
be assessed and taxed as such either 
under -the Income-tax Act, Wealth Tax 
Act or the Expenditure Tax Act. We 
therefore, answer the question in the af- 
fiimative and in favoiur of the assesses 
■with costs. Counsel’s fee Es. 250, 

Answered in the 
affirmatlwe, 
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trader Sea 14(2), ILR (1967) 1 Mad 68, 
EeL on; (1968) i Andh 5VR 65, Dissented 
fro™- (Para 4) 
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tbam Ammal, Respondent. 

Second Appeal No. 80 of 1965, D/- 25-* 
01-1968 against decree of City Civil Court 
(PrL), Madras in A. S. No. 185 of 1963. 

Hindu Succession Act (1956), S. 14(1) 
and (2) — Property given to Hindu wi- 
dow under compromise decree for her 
lifetime in lieu of maintenance and resi- 
dence — Widow not having any right to 
the property under Hindu Women’s 
Rights to Property Act (1937) — Property 
is governed hy S, 14(2) and not by S. 14 
(1). (1968) 1 Andh WR 65, Dissented 
from. 

For sub-sea (2) of S. 14 to apply, it Is 
an essential condition that the instnnnenf 
which limits or restricts the estate should 
itself be the source of foundation. If the 
instrument, be it a decree or order op 
award, or deed of partition, merely de- 
clares the pre-existing title of the Hindu 
woman to any particular property sub- 
sea (2) would not take the property out 
of the coverage of sub-sea (1). But 
where a female Hindu takes the property 
imder an instrument of the kind speci- 
fied in sub-sec. (2) and not by -virtue of 
any antecedent legal right or title in the 
property, any restriction placed on the 
property "will have its full efiect AIR 
1962 Cal 438 & AIR 1963 Mad 50 & AIR 
1964 Mad 387 & AIR 1967 Mad 429, ReL 
on. 3) 

Where a IRndu widow, having no right 
to the property’- -under Hindu Women’s 
Eights to Property Act 1937. is _ given 
■under a compromise decrea the right to 
enjoy property during her lifetime in 
lieu of maintenance and residence then 
the property -will faU under S. 14(2). The 
right to maintenance can in no sense be 
described as a right to or in the property 
and it cannot, therefore, be said that the 
compromise decree under v/hich she got 
a share of the property for life Is one 
merely recognising her pre-esdsting right, 
compromise decrc-c itself is the 
source of her claim to the property .and, 
therefore, eilect -will have to be given to 
■the terms of the compromise decree 
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K. S. Champakese Iyengar and K. C, 
Srinivasan, for Appellant; S. Sitarama 
Iyer and K. Srinivasan, for Respondent 

JUDGMENT: — The plaintiff In the suit 
is the appellant The suit related to a 
portion of a house. The house originally 
belonged to one Venkatarajalu Naidu and 
his son Manavala Naidu. ]\fanavala Naidu 
predeceased his father leaving his widow 
LakshmikanthammaL Venkatarayalu 
Naidu died on 7-11-1934, leaving behind 
him his widow Rajammal and daughter 
KuppammaL Rajammal died in 1938. 
The appellant is the son of KuppammaL 
Lakshmikanthamraal filed O.S. 1344 of 
1940 against Kuppammal for her 
maintenance and other reliefs. Tlje 
suit -was compromised and a compro- 
mise decree was passed under whicli 
Lakshmilranthammal v.-as given the right 
to enjoy the suit propertv' durin." her 
lifetime in lieu of maintenance and resi- 
dence. Parijathammal her daughter the 
first defendant -was given the right to 
reside in the property till her marriage. 
Lalcshmilmnth ammal subsequently died 
and Parijathammal continues to reside In 
the suit proprc-ly and collect rents. The 
suit was, tlicrefore, filed for declaration 
of the appellant’s title and recoverj* of 
possession. Both the Courts below have 
held against the appellant. 

2. The question for dedsTon Ir,. -whe- 
tlicr the property* got under the compro- 
mise decree by LaJtshmiln'.nih.immal falls 
trader S. 14(1) or 14(2) of the Hindu Sue- 
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cession Act Hie lower ajjpellate Comt 
referred to the dedsion in Sasadhar 
Ch^dra V. Tarasundari. AIR 1962 Cal 
438. wherein it was twinted out that a 
property is said to be acquired when, 
prior to the acquisition, the person ac- 
quirinfi It had no interest in the property 
and even in the case of a decree. If prior 
to the date of the decree, the Hindu 
female had title and all that the decree 
did was to declare the title of the female 
Hindu in the suit property, the female 
Hindu cannot be said to have acquired 
the property under the decree and her 
right was merely declared but where the 
acqinsition made was in respect of the 
property in which the person had no Inte- 
rest previously sub-sec. (2) of Sec. 14 
would apply. The lower appellate Court 
realised that strictly speaking Lakshmi- 
kanthammal cannot be said to have had 
a title to the property before th** decree 
But it thought that because she had a 
right to maintenance from the profits of 
the property, that amounted to a right In 
the property and on that basis held that 
Sec. 14(21 of the Act did not apply, but 
only S. 14(1) of the Act I may straight- 
way refer to the dedsion in Santhanam 
V. Subramarua. ILR (1967) 1 Mad 68, 
where it was pointed out that the conten- 
tion that where a female Hindu was given 
property in lieu of maintenance, it was 
merely declaratory of her pre-existing 
right cannot be accepted and that the 
right to maintenance could In no sense 
be described as a right to or In the pro- 
perty. It was further pointed out that 
toe pre-existing right was not to the pro- 
perty obtained under the compromise 
decree, but only to a right to maintenance 
and toe two rights were not identical 
and hence when fn lieu of maintenance 
some of the properties of the ioint family 
were obtained, it was a new acqulation. 
though in conaderatlon of the right to 
m^tenance. 

3. In Sampath Kumarl v. Lakshml- 
ammal, ILR 1962 Mad 832 = (AIR 1963 
Mad 50) a Bench of this Court held that 
the word acquired In sub-sec. (2) meant 
acquired for the first time. In Kanga- 
swami v. ChinnammaL ILR (19641 1 Mad 
570'=(A1R 1964 Mad 3871 another Bench 
of this Court took the view that a decree; 
which is merely declaratory of a pre- 
existing right. Is not within toe purview 
of sub-sec. (2). Jagadisan. J. in Guni- 
swaml Naicker v. Guruswami Naidier. 
S A. Ko.^470 of 1961 (Mad) was also of 
the same view. He held toat the word 
"acquired? in sub-sec. (2) indicated toat 
It had a restricted meaning and toat a 
property could be said to be acqxdred 
when prior to the acquisition, the person 
aequiriiig it had no interest In toe pro- 
perty. In KaUammal v. Andiammal. 
AIR 1965 Mad 451, one Kaliappa Goon- 
der died leaving behind him his \ridow« 


his daughter, his mother, steo-mother. his 
sister and his sister's son and he bad 
given directions to his wife to divide his 
properties and in pursuance of such 
direction a partition arrangement was 
arrived at. in and by which certain pro- 
perties were allotted to the widow and 
her daughter and it stated that the widow 
would get only a life estate and after her 
life-time, it was to go to her daughter. 
Venkatadri J. pointed out that even 
without this partition deed, the first de- 
fendant could have inherited the proper- 
ties of her husband on his death and. 
therefore. It is very difficult to sav that 
she got the properties under the partition 
deed, that she should be deemed to have 
inherited the properties on the death of 
her husband and after the passing of 
the Act. she became the absolute owner 
of the properties. The ratio of this d^- 
sion is that where a female Hindu had 
already a right in certain properties a 
subsequent docinnent or instrument 
which merely recognises or stales the 
effect of such right, would not bring it 
under Sec. 14(2). In Gurunatha Chetti 
V. Navaneethamma. (1967) 1 Mad U 454 
-(AIR 1967 Mad 429). Natesan.J. held 
that for sub-sec (2) to apply, it (s an 
essential condition that the Instrument 
which limits or restricts the estate should 
itself be the source or foundation of the 
female's title in the property: that If she 
has an existing right in the property, the 
interposition of an instrument will not 
affect toe operation of sub-clause (1) on 
toe property, that if the Instrument, be 
it a decree or order or award, or de^ of 
partition, merely declares the pre-existing 
title of the Hindu woman to any particu- 
lar property, eub-sec (2) would not take 
toe property out of the coverage of sub- 
sec (1). and that where a female Hindu 
takes toe prooertv under an Instrument 
of the kind spedfied in sub-sec. (2) and 
not by virtue of any antecedent legal 
right or title In the propertv. anv restric- 
tion placed on the property would have 
Its full effect. I have also taken a simi- 
lar view in Dharma Udavar v. Rama- 
chandra Mudaliar. (1968) 81 Mad LW 399. 
The purport of these decisions Is that 
where an instrument merely declares the 
pre-existing title of a Hindu female, sub- 
Bec (2) would not apply; but where the 
instrument is the origin of the title and 
not merely one which declares or recog- 
nises an antecedent title, sub-sec (1) 
would apply, 

4. X do not think that the decision In . 
Gadam v. Venkataralu. AIR 1965 Andh 
Pra 66. really holds aiiything to the con- 
trary. In that case, a clause In toe main- 
tenance deed executed by an adoptive 
son in favour of his adoptive mother was 
as follows: 

"Chellaroma during her lifetime, can 
raise the crop s and shall enjoy the frulta 
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and she cannot contract any debts on the 
security of the said lands." 

It was held that the document evidenced 
a family settlement, in that, the diffe- 
xences between the parties were resolved 
and the pre-existing rights of each other 
recognised that as such, it was not a new 
right that was conferred upon the widow 
imder the document and therefore. Sec- 
tion 14(1) applied. Certain observations 
found in that decision to the effect that 
the adoptive mother had a right to be 
maintained by the adopted son out of the 
estate and it is pursuant to that right 
that her claim to maintenance was settl- 
ed, cannot be held to show that the Bench 
was of the view that even where the only 
rights that a Hindu female had, was a 
right to maintenance, that amounted to a 
pre-existing right in the property. The 
later portion of the judgment, where me 
Bench points out that differences b^ 
tween the parties were resolved and the 
pre-existing rights of each other, recog- 
nised and it was not a new right that w^ 
conferred upon the vndow under the 
document, clearly shows that the basis of 
the decision was that the ^ document 
merely recognised a pre-exi^ing right. 
The decision of a learned single Judge 
of the Andhra Pradesh High Court m 
Chinnakada v. Subbamma. (1968) 1 AnM 
Vhi 65 tliat where the widow of a Hmdu 
coparcener got certain properties with 
a life estate in lieu of her maintenance. 
Sec. 14(1) applies and not Sec. 14(2). can- 
not be said to lay down the law correctly. 
The maintenance deed in that case w^ 
dated G-7-1928. It was not a . ^ 

which the proidsions of the Hindu 
men’s Rights to Property Act. 1937. a^ 
plied. If that Act had applied, ^e wadow 
would have been enbtled to 
husband’s share, divided and allotted to 
her to be enioved for life. In such a case, 
it could be said that when a comprorr^e 
deed or a compromise decree allots the 
husband’s share for the maintenance ol 
the widow it merely recognised the pi^ 
existing right of hers rmder j^e Hindu 
-Women’s Rights to Proi^rty Act 1937 Md 
that the document or the decree was not 
the source of her right. It was on that 
basis that Hatesan J. came to the con- 
clusion that the estate obtained by the 
wdow in the case before him was gov- 
lerned by Sec. 14(2) and not Sea IW) 
because the 1937 Act did not ppp^Y;.^.® 
present case is also one where Inlah^- 
kantammnl did not have any ngh^ 
tile Hindu Women’s Riglils to ProperW 
Act 1937. and it cannoU llierefore, be Kud 
that the compromise under which me 
cot a half share of the property for life 
was one merely recognising her pre-eat- 
ing rigliL The ccmommise decree llsell 
WPS the source of her claim to the pro- 
ipertv and. therefore, effect would have 
to be given to the terms of the compro- 


mise decree under Sea 14(2) of the Act. 
It follows, therefore, that the Courts 
below were in error in holding that Sec- 
tion 14(1) of the Act applies to the facts 
of this case 

5. The second appeal is allowed and 
the suit will stand decreed. The appel- 
lant will get his costs in all the three 
Courts from the first respondent Leave 
granted. 

Appeal allowed. 


am 1970 MADRAS 259 (V 57 C 69) 
"VEERASWAML J. 

M. Krishnan. Petitioner v. Pankaj 
Jethalal Sha, Respondent 

Civil Revn. Petn. No. 548 of 1968. D/- 
25-10-1068. against Order of Motor Acd- 
dente Claims Tribunal. North Arcot Vel- 
lore in I. A. No. 35 of 1968. 

Motor Vehicles Act (1939). S. 110-C (2) 
— Powers of Motor Accidents Clainn^ Tri- 
bunal under — Tribunal has power to 
have evidence recorded on commission — 
Tribunal should exercise that power in 
accordance with principles settled fay 
Court in light of the related provisions of 
Civil P. C. — It is only in very’ extra- 
ordinary circumstances that a party to 
a litigation will be allowed to be examin- 
ed on commission. (Paras 1, 2) 

N. R. Raghavachari. for Petitioner, R. 
Shanmugham. for Respondent 

ORDER: — The only point in this peti- 
tion is whether the Motor Accidents 
Claims Tribunal possesses the power- to 
appoint a Commission for recording evi- 
dence of a witness in Bombay. The Tri- 
bunal held that it had the power in view 
of Sec. 110-C (2) of the Motor Vehicles 
Act In mv view, the Tribunal was right 
No doubt Rule 18 of the Madras Motor 
Accidents Claims Tribunal Rules, 1961 
does not mention Order XXVI of the 
Civil Procedure Code. «Even so. sub-sec- 
tion (2) of Sea 110-C is sufficiently wide 
to include the power. It speaks of the 
powder of a Civil Court for the purpose 
of taking ewdence on oath and of enforc- 
ing the attendance of witnesses. The 
substance of this power is Uiat for the 
purpose of disposng of a claim before it 
the Tribunal will have all the powders 
related to taking of evidence on oath and 
of enforcing attendance of witnesses, in- 
cluding the pow-cr to have evidence re- 
cord^ on commission. 

2. But the power so entrusted to the. 
Tribunal should bo exercised In accord-j 
ance with the principles reUled bv courts 
in the light of the related provisions in! 
the Civil Procedure Code. It is onlv in 
very extraordinary' draimstnncas that^c 
party to a litign tjon arill bo allowed to oc j 
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dcknesa disabUns the movement of the 
party from attending Court or Tribunal 
to ^ve evidence. Mr, Raghavachariar 
says ^e iSibuDal has not applied Its mind 
to this aspect in including within the 
scope of the commission examination of 
the claimant at Bombay. While the wew 
of the Tribunal that It has power to ap- 
point a Commission to record evidence is 
confirmed, it is directed to conader whe- 
ther, in the light of what has been staled 
supra, the Tribunal would still think that 
the claimant can be examined on com- 
mission. Subject to this observation, the 
Civil Revision Petition Is dismissed, but 
with no costs. 

Petition dismissed. 


Am 1970 BIADRAS 260 (V 57 C 70) 
ALAGIRISWAMY, J. 

The Management of Sree Meenakshi 
Mills Ltd.. Petitioner v. The Preriding 
Officer. Labour Court, Madurai and ano- 
ther. Respondents. 

Writ Peto. No. 079 of 1067. P/- 7-7- 
1969. 

Indnstrial Disptrtea Act (19-17). S. 25-C 
» Claim to lay oil conpeftsation by Badll 
Workmen who have completed one year's 
costiouoQS sendee — Lay off spread over 
the whole ol the establishmeot — No pos- 
sibility of relatuag the badU workmen 
who woald have been employed if the 
permanent workers who bad been laid 
off bad not been so laid off — Claim not 
maintainable. (Para €) 

Cases Referred ; Chronological paras 
(1969) W. P. No. 1309 of 1966. D/- 
26-2-1969 (blad) 3 

(1965) 196&-1 Lab LT 92 (Uadi. 

Mills Co. Ltd. V. LaboUS 
Court 4 

a964) Am 1964 GuJ 231 f7 51) -» 

19&4-2 Lab Gird^lal 

l^Jibhal V. Nagraahna 3 

S. Gopalaratnam, for Petitioner; B. R. 
Delia. S. Ramas Tihr amania m and G. .Ven- 
kataramana. for Respondents. 

ORDER^— The Petitioner Is the Meena- 
V<;hi Mills Ltd, Madurai, Respondents 2 
to 24 ere badli workmen working in 
those Mills. A badli Is one who Is em- 
ployed generally In the place of a perma- 
nent operative during his absence. Dur- 
ing the period 1-11-1965 to 22-4-1966 
there was a power-cut of 25% In the 
supply to all industrial establishments in- 
cluding -the petitioner, and consequently 
the petitioner was obliged to reduce Ite 
production at all levels. The respondents 
^ed applications under Sec. SS-C (2) of 
the Industrial Disputes Act before the 
Labour Court. Madurai, lor computatipn 


A.LB. 

of the lay off compensation payable to 
them under Sec. 25-C of the Act, and the 
Labour Court has held that all of them 
ere entitled to such compensation. This 

petition is filed to quash those orders, 

2. Two of the 23 workmen gave evl- 
deiwe that they had been worldng for 
more than 240 days in every year for the 
past 6 and 12 years respectively. In res- 
pect of the other 21 workers, though 
there was no evidence, the I.abour Court 
has stated that it was admitted before it 
that the other 21 also had been eo work- 
ing. But this has been disputed before 
this Court by the petitioner, and the peti- 
tioner has applied for consideriog it as 
one of the grounds. But it is pointed 
out on behalf of the respondents that In 
the counter filed before the Labour Cotirt 
the petitioner had not spedfically denied 
the contention that the other 21 workmen 

had worked for more than 240 days 
In a year. The consideration of the ques- 
tion before this Court would therefore 
have to proceed on the footing that all 
the 23 workmen bad worked for more 
than 240 days in a year. U ajnan so 
works he is said to have one year of con- 
tinuous service. 

3. This question becomes one of Im- 
portance because the Explanation to Se> 
tion 25-C of the Act reads as follows:^-.' 

*3adll workman means a worlman who 
Ss employed in an industrial establi^- 
znent in the place of another workman 
whose name is borne on the muster rolls 
of the establishment, but shall cease to 
be regarded as such for the purposes of 
this section. If be has completed one year 
of continuous service in the establish- 
ment." 

Under that section whenever a workman 
whose name is borne on the muster rolls 
of an industrial estabUriunent and who 
has completed not less than one year's 
continuous service under an employer Is 
laid off, he shall be paid by (he employer 
lot all days daring which he Is so laid- 
oS, except for such weekly holida-ys as 
may intervene, compensation which shall 
be equal to fifty per cent of the total of 
the basic wages and dearness allowance 
that would have been payable to 
had he not been so Irid oti. The expres- 
sion 'lay off* Is defined In 2 (kkk) as 
follows— 

"Lay off f^th Its grammatical variations 
and cognate expression) means the fail- 
ure. refusal or inability of an employ^ 
on account^ of shortage of coat power or 
raw materials or the accumulation of 
Btocks or the break-down of machinery 
or for any other reason to give employ- 
ment to a workman whose name Is borne 
on the muster roll of his indukrial esta- 
blishment and who has not been re- 
trenched.” 

It may be useful even at this stage to 
keep in mind the fact that this definition 
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when it mentions the muster roll means 
the mv^er roll of permanent employees. 
A badli y7orkman is one who is employed 
for work in the place of a permanent 
operative during his absence. Take for 
instance a case where an industrial esta- 
blishment concerned is worldng in full 
strength. Suppose in such an establish- 
ment a badli workman who has one 
yearis continue^ service offers himself 
for work and is not given employment. 
Can he be said to be laid off? He can- 
not be. I think this argument is correct. 
From the definition the expression 'lay 
OS’ it is obvious that only where any 
workman is refused employment on any 
of the groimds mentioned in that clause 
can it be said that there has been a lay 
off. Now if the mill is working in full 


m the ground that when a workman had 
been continuously working in a year with- 
in the course of which he has been work- 
mg for 24p days it is reasonable to pre- 
tlwt in the ordinary circumstances he 
Would be provided with employment and 
therefore when the whole industrial unit is 
Working he would also have got employ- 
ment. That presumption would apply 
when the whole of the industrial unit 
had ceased working^ and all its workmen 
laid off. In such circumstances there is 
no difficulty about the holding that badli 
workmen who fall ynthin the explana- 
tion to Sec. 25-C would be entitled to lay 
off compensation. That is more or less 
the reasoning in the decision in 1965-1 
Lab LJ 92 (Mad), 


strength it cannot be said that there has 
been a lay off even though a particular 
badli workman might not be given 
any employment on any particular 
day because there were no absentees 
among the permanent workmen whose 
place he can take. Such a position creates 
no problems at alL In fact Kailasam, J., 
in W. P. No. 1309 of 1966 (MadJ disposed 
of by him on 28-2-1969 dealt wi^ the 
case of a worker belonging to this very 
Tnill and held that a badli workman who 
had completed one year of continuous 
service in the establishment and who was 
denied work on the ground that there 
was no absentee amongst the permanent 
workmen is not entitled to lay off com- 
pensatioiL This is also the view of a 
Bench of the Gujarat High Court in Gir- 
dharlal Laljibhai v. Nagrashna. (1964) 2 
Lab U 235= (AIR 1964 Gui 231), 

4. Take again the case of an industrial 
establishment the whole of whose perma- 
nent labour force is completely laid off 
due to any of the reasons mentioned in 
Sec. 2 (kkk). In that case, I think, all the 
badli workmen who fall within the ex- 
planation to Section 25-C would be en- 
titled to lay off compensation also. Sec- 
tion 25-C begins by saying "whenever a 
workman (other than a badli workrnan) 
who has completed one year of continu- 
ous service in the establishment’ The 
contention on behalf of the petitioner is 
tliat each indiridual badli v.prkman who 
claims lay off compensation. e\’en in those 
circumstances should establish that but 
for tlie lay off he would have been given 
employment. Tiiat would bo. in the oase of 
any establishment, an almost superhuman 
ta'k. Even in ordinary day members of 
the labour force of an industrial establish- 
ment may be absent or a few might be 
absent because of illness; a few might 
have gone for a funeral: and others might 
have gone to attend a wedding. Some of 
these naturallv are contingencies which 
cannot be provided for or expected In 
ad\ance I should think that wlien the 
explmatioa to Sec, 25-C was put in it was 


5. Ta ke again the case of certain 
departments of an industrial unit which 
are shut down due to any of the circum- 
stances mentioned in Sec. 2 (kkk). The 
badlis who are relatable to those depart- 
ments in which the labour force has been 
laid off completely might also be able to 
show that but for the shut down they 
would have been able to get employment 
and therefore claim compensation. Such 
a case does not produce any problems 
either. 

6. But cases like the present produce 
problems which are very difficult if not 
impossible of solution. 'Take an indus- 
trial establishment with a labour force 
of 1000 and suppose that due to power 
cut or other similar reasons 100 perma- 
nent workmen are laid off. And suppose 
again there are 100 badlis who had work- 
ed continuously for a year. Now these 
200 badlis are relatable to the total labour 
force of 1000. To say that because a 
part of the labour force of the Industrie 
establishment has been laid off all the 
badli workmen should be paid lay off 
compensation may not be correct, because 
even if all the hundred permanent work- 
men had not been laid off the hundred 
badli workmen would not have got woric. 
At the same time it is not possible to say 
who among these 100 badli workmen with 
continuous service would hav'e been fdven 
emplotmicnt If there had been no lay-off 
and who would not have been. In tlie 
present case It is not stated that any 
particular departments were completely 
shut down and all the workmen were 
Md off. *1110 lay off seems to hax'O been 
spread over the whole of the mills, and 
it is not possible to relate the badU worl:- 
men who would ha\*e been employed if 
the permanent workers who had been 
laid off had not been so laid oft In the' 
circumstances. I am afraid no useful pur-, 
pose wall be servx-d by the Labour Court 
entering into the auestion ns to who' 
among the badli worianen with continu- 
ous sendee would hasai been cmnlnT-d 
had there been no by off In the industrial* 
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establishment Unfortunate as it tnaV 
eeem there seems to be no solution to the 
problem. Whether the legislature will be 
able to find one it is not possible to say. 
For the present the matter should rest 
there. 

7. Therefore the writ petition yull 
have to be allowed and the order of the 
Labour Court quashed. No costs. 

Petition allowed. 
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ISMAIL. J. 

In re Sister Gemma. Petitioner. 
Original Petn. No. 16 of 1069. D/- li- 
2-1969 

Guardians and Wards Act (1890), S. 17 
^ Appointing a gnardian for the purpose 
of transfi-rring the euiitftdr of minor to 
a third partv outside the )orisdir(ioD of 
the Court — Powers and funetiuns of 
Court in respect of — Omrt can appoint 
guardian for such purpose io very raro 
and exceptional circumstances. 

Normally a Court exercising powers 
and functions in respect of guardians and 
minors does not apoomt a guardian (or 
the purpose of transferring the custody 
of the minor concerned to a third party, 
that too outside the jurisdiction of the 
Court But that is not an Infiexibte rule 
of law. and exceptions are sometimes 
made to the rule, but such exceptions are 
and ought to be very rare. AIR 1037 
Mad 51. Relied on. (Para 2 ) 

So where a petitioner. In charge of a 
Mercy Home, who is custodian of a minor 
who was sent to the Merev Home by 
Police authorities as unclaimed, an or- 
phan and destitute files a petition for her 
appointment as the guardian of the per- 
son of the said minor and to permit and 
authorise her to transfer the child to 
France to be taken care ol. midnt^ed 
and educated by a dtizen rf France who 
had expressed such desire and had also 
given an undertaking to repatriate the 
minor at her cost to India when necessary 
then such is a very rare and exceptional 
circumstance which will warrant and 
Justify the Court appointing the petidOTer 
as the guardian of the person of the minor 
and authorising her to transfer the child 
to France to be taken care of and main- 
tained and /educated. (Para 3) 

Cases Referred : Chronological Farss 
(1937) AIR 1937 Mad 51 fV 24)- 
ILR 19?7 Mad 383. Rajah of Vizia- 
nagaram v. Seev. of State 2 

(1837) 2 Mv and Cr 31 -40 ER 552. 

Campbell v. Mackay 2 

(1801) 6'Ves Jun 363-31 EB 1095. 
Mountstuart v. Mountstuart 2 

A. Dorairaj, for Petitioner. 


JUPGaiENT:— This petition has been 
presented under Ss. 4, 10 and 17 of the 
Guardians and War^ Act 1890 and 
clauses 17 and 20 of the Letters Patent. 
The petitioner is a member of a Christian 
Religious exmgregation known as the 
Salesian Missionaries of Mary Immacu- 
late. The members of the congregation 
are devoted to sodal work and care of 
the needy, destitute and sick persons who 
are unable to look after themselves. The 
petitioner as a member of the said con- 
gregation is at present in charge of the 
Mercy Home at Kilpaulc. Madi^ which 
loo)cs after and caters for the abandoned 
and incurably sick. In the course of her 
work in the Merev Home, the petitioner 
came into the custody of Noel Sander- 
dian. the minor. She was sent to the 
Merev Home as unclaimed, an orphan 
and destitute bv the Sub-Inspector of 
Police. G. 3. Kilpauk. Madras 10. on 2^ 
12-1967. as having been picked up at 
Kilpauk Garden road. At the time of her 
admission the minor was stated to be 5 
davs old. said to have been bom on 24- 
12-1987. Bv virtue of the fact that the 
diild was adnutled to the Mercy Home, 
the petitioner has been the de facto 
guartfian of the said minor to the know- 
ledge of the police authorities from 20-12- 
1067 onwards. In August 1968. a dtizen 
of France by name Madame Basdevant 
expressed a wish to take charge of the 
minor, maintain, educate and protect 
her. At the instance of the petitioner, 
she appeared before the Embassy of India 
at Paris and in the presence of the Third 
Secretary cave an undertaking to bear 
the cost of the passage of the said minor 
from India to France, to provide for her 
during her stay in France and to repatri- 
ate her at her cost to India, when necesv- 
aarv. The said undertaking has been 
attested bv the Consular s(^on of the 
Embassy of India. Paris. It is under 
these drcumrtances. the present petition 
has been filed for the appointment of the 
petitioner as the guardian of the person 
of the said minor Noel Sanderchan and 
to permit and authorise the petitioner to 
transfer the child to Francs to be taken 
care of. maintained and educated by 
Bladame Basdevant residing at No 110 
Ave Jean Batiste Clement. Boulogne 
Paris, France. 

2. The petitioner and the relief claim- 
ed In the petition are somewhat peculiar. 
Normally a Court exercising powers and 
functions in resiiect of guardians - and 
minors does not appoint a guardian for 
the purpose of transferring the ciitody 
of the minor concerned to a third partv. 
that too outside the jurisdiction of the 
Court. But that Is not an inflexible rule 
of law. It was pointed out by Venkata- 
ramana Rao J. In Rajah of Virianagaram 
V. Secretary of State for India. ILR 1937 
Mad 383-(AIR 1937 Mad 51): 
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"It is a recognised principle of English 
Courts that an infant should not be sent 
out of their jurisdiction. Of course, it is 
not an inflexible rule and there are ex- 
ceptions to it. But it is an invariable 
rule; vide Mountstuart v. Mountstuart, 
1801-6 Ves Jun 363 = 31 ER 1095. In 
Campbell v. Mackay. 1837-2 My & Cr 31 
=40 ER 552. Lord Cottenham L. C. deli- 
vered himself to the same effect at p. 553 
(40 ER); 'in the case of 1801-6 Ves Jun 
363, Lord Eldon appears to have said 
that the Court never makes an order for 
taking the infant out of the jurisdiction. 
Subsequent decisions show that excep- 
tions are sometimes made to the rule, but 
such exceptions are and ought to be 
very rare. Since I have held the Great 
Seal I have had reason to lament that 
the rule has not been more strictly 
adhered to’.” 

3. Bearing this principle in my mind, 
the question for consideration is whether 
there are exceptional and rare circum- 
stances present in this case justifying this 
Court appointing the petitioner herein as 
the guardian of the minor in question and 
(authorising her to transfer the child to 
France The most striking feature of 
this case is that the child is a destitute 
and there is nobody to care for it and 
nobody to claim it Under these drcum- 
stances. obviously it %vill be in the inte- 
rests and for the welfare of the minor 
that the petitioner should be appointed 
as guardian and should be authorised and 
enabled to transfer the child to France 
to be taken care of and educated and 
provided for by Madame Basdevant who 
had expressed a wish to do so and who 
had also given an undertaking that she 
will repatriate the child back to India 
whenever necessary, at her cost This 
constitutes indisputably a very rare and 
exceptional circumstance which will war- 
rant and justify this Court appointing 
the petitioner herein as the guardian of 
the person of the minor and authorising 
her to transfer the child to France to be 
taken care of and maintained and edu- 
cated by Madame Basdevant. For this 
reason, I allow this petition and appoint 
the petitioner herein as the guardian of 
the person of the minor Noel Sanderchan 
and permit and authorise the petitioner 
to transfer the said minor to France to 
be taken care of. maintained and educat- 
ed by Madame Basdevant. residing at 
No. no. Ave Jean Batiste Clement, 
Boulogne, Paris, France. 

Petition aUowod. 


ABR 1970 MADRAS 263 (V 57 C 72) 
ALAGIRISWAML J. 

Panchayat Board, Karumandi-Chelli- 
palayam. Petitioner v. The Director of 
Rural Development, Madras and others. 
Respondents. 

Writ Petn. No. 1645 of 1966, D/- 23-4- 
1969. 

Panchayats — Madras Panchayats Act 
(35 of 1958), S. 104 — Panchayat whether 
can only he Panchayat within whose 
jurisdiction market is being held — 
Nc>ms between market and Panchayat — 
Objection to payment to Panchayat hav- 
ing no such nexus. 

VTien Sec. 104 speaks of the income 
being apportioned between the Panchayat 
Union Council and the Panchayat or the 
payment of a contribution in respect 
thereof to the Panchayat or the Pancha- 
vat Union Council as the case may be, 
the Panchayat referred to can be only 
the Panchayat within whose jurisdiction 
the market is being held. There must be 
some nexus between the market and the 
Panchayat in order to justify the pay- 
ment of contribution to or the apportion- 
ment between that Panchayat and the 
Panchayat Union. Objection can. there- 
fore. be legitimately taken to payment to 
a Panchayat which has no nexus with 
the market (Para 2) 

R. Ganesan, for Petitionen R. Krishna- 
murtht for Govt. Pleader and V. Shan- 
mugham. for Respondents. 

ORDER: — The petitioner Is the Pan- 
diayat Board. Karumandi Chellipalayam 
in Coimbatore Dist The area compris- 
ed wnthin this Panchayat Board was ori- 
ginally part of the Perundurai Panchayat 
Board. Till 1957. a weekly market was 
being held wdthin the area of what Is 
now the Perundurai Panchayat Board. 
In that year, it w'as shifted to the area 
which now lies within the jurisdiction of 
the petitioner Panchayat Board. It is 
classified as a Panchayat Union market. 
Under S. 104 of the Madras Panchayats 
Act, 1958. the Government have the 
power to apportion the income derived 
from Panchayat Union markets between 
the Panchayat Union Council and the 
panchayat or order the pa^Tnent of a 
contribution in respect thereof to the Pan- 
ch-ayat or the Panchayat Union Council, 
as the case may be. In 1960. the contri- 
bution p3%'able under this section was 
ordcrc-d to be paid to the petitioner Pan- 
cbayal Board and it w.as fixed at 3f) per 
cent It was accordingly being paid far 
some yc.ars. In 1965. an order h.ad been 
passed rabann the contrihtition to 40 per 
cent and di\-iding it between the pc'ti- 
tioner Panchayat Board and the Penm- 

BN/CN/A729/70A’RB/P 



264 Mad (Prs. l-2)-tPrs. 1-1 P. R. «s Co. v. L T. Officer, Coimbatore A.LE. 


dxirai Panchayat Board, It is against tMs 
order that this writ petition is filed. 

2. I am of npimon that the petitioner 
Panchayat Board is entitled to succeed. 
When S. 104 speaks of the income being 
apportioned between the Panchayat 
Union Council and the Panchayat or the 
payment of a contribution In respect 
thereof to the Panchayat or the Pancha- 
yat Union Council zis the case may be, 
the Panchayat referred to can be only 
the Panchayat within whose jurisdiction 
the mar^t is being held. There must be 
some nexus between the market and the 
Panchayat in order to justify the pay- 
ment of contribution to or the apportion- 
ment between that Panchayat and the 
Panchayat Union- There Is no euch 
mexus hi this case between the Penm- 
durai Panchayat Board and the market. 
To hold otherwise on the ground that the 
singular includes plural, would mean that 
it would be open to the Government to 
direct the payment of a portion of the 
contribution not merely to the Perun- 
dural Panchayat Board but to any num- 
ber of Panchayat Boards within the juris- 
diction of the Penmdurai Panchayat 
Union. Of course, the petitioner Board 
has no right to claim that any particular 
percentage of the income should be paid 
to it It cannot object U the Panchayat 
Union Council makes any payment to the 
Perundural Panchayat Board except to a 
portion of the contribution or apportion- 
ment under S. 104. 

Therefore, if the Goyemment instead 
of fixing the portion payable to the Pan- 
chayat Board at 40 per cent and ordering 
it to be divided eaually between the peti- 
tioner-Panchayat Board and the Perun- 
durai Panchayat Board had merely fixed 
It at 20 per cent or even 10 per cent and 
ordered it to be pud to the petitioner 
Board, the petitioner Board can have 
legally no grievance. The right of the 
petitioner Board to object to any portion 
of the contribution or an aoportionroent 
xmder Sec. 104 arises from the fact that 
such contribution or apportionment Is 
payable only to the Panchayat within 
whose jurisdiction tiie market is hdd. or 
as I already pointed out the Panchayat 
which has a nexus with the market As 
a payment is made to the Panchayat 
which nexus^ ^th the market no 

objection coul^be taken to the payment 
to any other Panchayat having a rindlar 
nexus. But objection could be legiti- 
mately takei^ to payment to a Panchayat 
which has no nexus with the market It 
follows, therefore, that the petitioner is 
entitled to succeed- in this writ petition. 
It is imnecessary to point out again that 
It is open to the ^Government to restrict 
the percentage of- contribution payable 
and make it payable only to the petl- 
tioner-Panchayat Board, in which case. 


the petitioner can have legally no griev- 
ance. There will be no order as to costs. 

Petition allowed. 


aiB 1970 RIADBAS 264 (V 57 C 73) 
K. VEERASWAMI, C. J. AUD 
K. N. MUDALIAR, J. 

M/sl Pannalal Bamkumar and Co., 
Coimbatore, Petitioner v. The Income-tax 
Officer, Ci^ Circle H, Coimbatore, Bes- 
pondenl 

Writ Petn- No. 1728 of 1969. D/- 1&-&* 


(A) Constitution of India, Art 226 
Income-tax Act (1961). Ss. 184, 264 — 
Application for writ of eeriioTari 1o anasb 
the order of Income-tax Officer — Other 
edeguate remedy open to the petitioner 
^ No interference by High Conit. 

Where the petitioner has a right of re- 
ylsioQ to the Commissioner of Income-tax, 
tinder the Act against an order dismissing 
application for registration under Sec- 
tion 1M(4) and has failed to resort to It 
without any cause, the High Court trill 
refuse to issue rule nM. (Para 2) 

(B) Income-tax Act (1961), S. 184(4) 
•— Begistration in Form 11 and 11-A » 
Provision In S. 184(4) is mandatory 
<1962) 46 rm 458 (Ail). Dissented from. 

Where the application for registration 
Is made out of time. It Is lor the assessee 
to show cause for the delay and not for 
the Income-tax Officer to call upon the 
asscssee to show cause for it. (1962) 46 
ITR 458 (All), Dissented from. 

_ ^ , (Para 2) 

Cases ItefeTTca : Chronological Paras 
0962) 46 ITR 458 (AU), Haji Md. 

Khalil Md. Farooq V. L-T. Officer 2 

S. Padhmanabhan, for Subbaraya 
Alyar; Sethuraman and P adbmnT>nhh«ir>, 
for Petitioner. 

K. VEERASWARH. C. Jj— This Is to 
Quash an order of the Income-tax Officer, 
City Circle 11(1). Coimbatore, dated 28-2- 
0969. By that order he dismissed an ap- 
plication for registration In Form 11, as 
well as in Form ll-A, which were filed 
only on 3-3-1967, on behalf of the assessee 
firm. The occarion for the applications 
w^ that there was a change In the Con- 
etitutioiL The Income-tax Officer felt 
that in the absence of any sufficient cause 
shown, the applications having not been 
filed before the end of the previous year 
for the assessment year. In respect of / 
which the registration was sought, they 
should be dismissed. 

2. We are not inclined to Issue a rule 
nisi. Our zsasozis are two-fijld. One Is 
the assessee undoubtedly has a right of 
revision to the Commissioner under the 
provirions of the Act there Is no 
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reason why be cannot resort to it That 
remedy is quite adequate. The second 
reason is that sub-sec. (4) of Sec, 184 is 
mandatory and required that the appli- 
cation shaE be made before the end of 
tbe previous year for the assessment year 
in respect of which registration was 
sought The section has a proviso which 
gives a discretion to the Income-tax Offi- 
cer to excuse the delay, but only if he 
is satisfied that there was stifficient cause 
for the delay. It foUows that the appE- 
cant who should have known that the 
apphcations were out of time, should 
satisfy the Income-tax Officer that there 
was sufficient cause for the delay. We do 
not think that having regard to the 
terms of the statutory provision which 
we just now read, the assessee can take 
up the stand that the Income-tax Officer 
before rejecting the apphcations, must 
give an opportunity to show cause. The 
position is that the apphcations having 
been filed out of time, if was incumbent 
on the assessee to show cause why the 
delay should be excused, not that it was 
incumbent on the Income-tax Officer to 
cah upon the assessee to show cause. 
Natural justice is not an abstract propo- 
sition, but fohows closely the scheme of 
the statutory provision, 

3. Our attention has, however, been 
Invited to Haji Md. Khahl Md. Farooq v. 
Income-tax Officer, (1962) 46 1TB 458 
(All), That was a case under the old 
Act and the learned single Judge consi- 
dered that natural justice required that 
the Income-tax Officer should give m 
opportunity to show cause why the apph- 
cation should not be dismissed. With 
respect, we are unable to share this view. 
As we said, the petitioner himseh was 
the apphcant and he is expected to know 
the law which makes it clear that _E the 
apphcation had not been made within ffie 
time specified, it could only be entertain- 
ed E sufficient cause is shown for the 
delay to the satisfaction of the Income-? 
tax Officer. The assessee cannot con- 
vert his default into an occasion for 
pleading natural justice _ asking for^ an 
opportunity. On that view, the petition 
Is dismissed, , 

Petition dismissed. 


AIR 1970 MADRAS 2G5 (V 57 C 74) 

VEERASWAIill AND BAMAPEASADA 
BAO, JJ. 

Sarvshri G. Annamalai Chettiar and 
another. Appellants v. The Controller of 
Estate Duty, Madras (Revenue). Respon- 
dent 

Tax Case No. 160 of 1965 (Refd. No. 84 
of 1905), D/- 25-2-1969. 
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Estate Duty Act (1953), S. 21(1) — De- 
ceased domicEed in India at the time of 
d^th — Outstandings and land compen- 
to be received in foreign coimtry 
No exemption from Estate Duty. 

The outstandings, due to the deceased 
domicEed in India at the time of his 
death, comprising of moveable property 
outside India are clearly dutiable. There 
may be restriction due to the impossibi- 
hty of their repatriation but that does 
not exclude them from the principal 
■^ue of the deceased’s estate. Similarly 
the compensation that the deceased of 
Indian domicile at the time of his death 
IS entitled to receive from the foreign 
Govt, for lands notified during his life 
time for being taken over would be in- 
cludible in computing the principal value 
of his estate. AIR 1953 Mad 185, Disting 
and Explained. (Paras 1 & 5) 

Cases Referred ; Chronological Paras 
(1953) AIR 1953 Mad 185 (V 40)= ' 

1952-2 Mad U 243, Rangarao 

Bahadur v. State of Madras § 

(1779) 28 ER 1259 = 1 Bro C C 497, 

Fletcher v. Ashbumer 3 

Vedantham Srinivasan. for Appehants: 
J. Jayaraman, for Respondent 

V EER AS WAJMI, J,: — This is a refer- 
ence imder Section 64(1) of the Estate 
Duty Act 1953. One A. Ar. Annamalai 
CheWar died on Augxist 9, 1957 leaving 
a "5^ dated April 24, 1957, in and by 
which he bequeathed his estate in favour 
of his grandsons, who are the account- 
able persons. They filed a retxun show- 
ing the principal value of the estate tliat 
passed on the deceased’s death at 
Es. 1,57,090. The Assistant Controller, 
however, fixed the principal value at 
Rs. 1,81,185. Two items, among others, 
were in dispute. (1) a sum of Es. 77,227 
outstanding due to the deceased in Burma 
in tlie course of _his money lending 
business and (2) includifaility, in the 
principal value of compensation in 
respect of a part of the lands 
notified in Burma and taken over. 
The Revenue has taken the wcv/' that 
since the oifiy restriction in respect of the 
outstandings was about repatriation of 
funds, there is no sufficient reason why 
they should be cjiduded in computing the 
principal value of the deceased’s estate, 

& regards the right to receive compen- 
sation, Uie Revenue repched the conten- 
tion for the accountable persons tlint It 
should be considered as a benefit arising 
out of tlie lands. Tiie question in the 
circumstances whidi has been referred to 
us by the Central Board of Direct Taxes 
is: 

'IVhethcr. on the facts and in tlie dr- 
cumshanccs of the case, tlie Board were 
correct in holding that the following nro- 
pertics are chargeable to estate duty as 
property pa^ng on the death of the de- 
Cfissed under the Estate Duty Act, 1953— « 
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(1) the compensation receivable from 
the Government of Burma in respect of 
ah the agricultural lands or any part of 
such lands which the deceased owned in 
Burma; 

(2) the amoimt of Rs. 77,227 represent- 

ing the movable property of the deceased 
in Burma.” ••• 

Though the Question has been framed in 
that maimer, the answer to it really 
turns on whether the two Items could 
be included in computing the prindpal 
value of the estate of the deceased. In 
our opinion the outstandings being move- 
able property and the deceased domiciled 
as he was in this country at the time of 
his death, the outstandings are clearly 
dutiable under the provisions of the 
Estate Duty Act Section 21(11 Is clear 
on tte ouestion. For the accountable 
persons toe argument, however, is that 
the outstandings are not marketable in 
Burma and that they could not also be 
realised. But that involves Investigation 
into the facts. The statement of the case 
does not provide toe necessary facts. As 
a matter of fact the Assistant Controller 
records in his assessment order that 
there was no material to show that any 
of these outstandings could not be re- 
covered and constituted bad debts, but 
on toe otoer hand, the accountable per- 
Bons themselves in filing their return had 
deducted certain debts claimed to be bad 
and It was not their case that any of the 
foreign outstandings constituted bad 
debts.. As to toe marketability of the 
outstandings, the Revenue at all stages 
has found that the only restric- 
tion in regard to them pertained to their 
impossibility of repatriation. But that 
by itself, is not sufficient to accept the 
contention of the accountable persons to 
exclude the oustandings from the pnn- 
dpal v^ue of the deceased's estate. 

2. On the other item, it seems that 
deceased owned 4,530 acres of agri- 
cultural land, of which 656-71 acres were 
notified imder the laws of Burma for 
bdng taken over. In respect of this ex- 
tent of land, a sum of Rs. 2.500, was ad- 
mittedly payable as advance compensa- 
tion to the deceased. The Asdstant Con- 
troller directed that the immovable pro- 
perty. which was not under notification, 
should be excluded from toe computation 
of the principal value but the extent 
which was under notification and in res- 
pect of Avhich the deceased was entitled 
to compensation should be included In IL 
On that view he directed the accountable 
persons to inform the officer as to when 
compensation would be received so that 
it should be taken into account and the 
assessment re-opened imder Section 62 
read with Section 53 (4> of the Act The 
Central Board of Taxes took a rimllar 
view. 


Controller, E. Duty 

3. The contention before us is that 
co m pensation received in such circums- 
tances is a beoiefit derived from land and, 
therefore, should be regarded as immov- 
able property situate outside the terri- 
tories of India not liable to Indian estate 
duty. In support of this contention, our 
attention has been invited to Ranga Rao 
B^adur V. State of Madras. (19521 2 Mad 
U 243 » (AIR 1953 Mad 1851 and also 
Fletcher v. Ashbumer reported in 
(1779) 28 ER 1259 (Vide White and 
Tudor’s Leading Cases on Equitv. 9th 
Edition. VoL !. page 3251. We do not 
think that these authorities support the 
accountable persons. (1952) 2 Mad U 
243 “(AIR 1953 Mad 185) was concern- 
ed with the claims of maintenance hol- 
ders against the compensation paid In 
respect of an Impartible estate notified 
and taken over under the provisions of 
Madras Act 26 of 1948. It was held that 
merely because the estate was converted 
into compensation, there was no justifi- 
cation for the view that the nature of the 
property underwent a change on its con- 
version into money. We are of the view 
that tois case is an authority only for the 
proposition that where third parties* 
rights or liabilities interact on Immov- 
able property converted Into money, (a 
respect of and for the purpose of such 
rights or llabiUtles. the nature of the pro- 
perty as immovable property is preserv- 
ed. notwithstanding its conversion Into 
money. In (1779) 28 ER 1259 (vide White 
and Tudor’s Leading cases on Eqidty, 
9th Edition. VoL 1. page 325). also a 
dmilar propodlion was enunciated. This 
is what we have In that case: 

*TVhere money Is paid Into CJourt. the 
produce of real estate converted by com- 
pulsory powers under Acts of Parlia- 
ment as under the 69th section of the 
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act it In 
general remains in Court subject to the 
rights of the parties interested in it to 
have it re-invested in land and is to 
considered as money or personal estate In 
Court subject to a trust to be invested 
in land, and therefore. Impressed with the 
Quality of real estate, until some act Is 
done by the owner showing his election 
to take it as personalty.” 

It Is obvious that this passage does not 
mean that when a land, which Is com- 
pulsorily acquired. Is converted Into 
money compensation therefor, such money 
or compensation irrespective of circums- 
tances. continues to have its character as 
immovable property. Where immovable 
property Is subject to a liability or a right 
and it is converted into compensation, for 
the purpose alone of such liability or 
right the compe n sation Is imprest with 
the quality of real estate. Even there, 
the owner may by an act of his. elect to 
consider it as personalty. That is all the 
Tatio of (1779) 23 £B 1259 (Vide White 
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and Tudor’s Leading Cases on Equity, 
9th Edition, Vol 1. page 325). We are 
not told in this reference, and it does not 
appear from the statement of the case, 
that the compensation paid or payable 
for the land notified is subject to any 
right or liability inhering in any third 
party. At his death the deceased un- 
doubtedly had a right to receive the com- 
pensation for the extent of the land 
which had been notified during his life- 
time. That right, in our view, is mov- 
able property. 

4. Property is no doubt defined by the 
Estate Duty Act but the definition does 
not help in deciding the question before 
us. Rule 7 fb) of the Rules framed 
tmder Section 21 (2) of the Act shows 
that even the interest of a simple mort- 
gagee in the hypotheca is treated as mov- 
able property for the purpose of the Act. 
The same provision further show’s that 
only the interest of a mortgagee in pos- 
session will be considered as immo\’able 
property. That we think is an indication 
that unless the deceased had a direct in- 
terest in the land in the shape of posses- 
sion thereof, merely because under the 
general law he has interest as a mort- 
gagee in the hypotheca. such interest 
cannot be considered to be immovable 
property. 

5. We answer the question against the 
accountable persons but make it clear 
that it is only the compensation that the 
deceased was entitled to receive in res- 
pect of lands notified during his life-time 
for being taken over that would be in- 
cludible in the principal value of the 
estate of the deceased, and that the sum 
of Rs. 77.227 was rightly included in such 
princip^ value. The Revenue Is entitl- 
ed to costs. Counsel’s fee Rs. 250. 

Reference answered. 


AIR 1970 IVIADRAS 2G7 (V 57 C 75) 
SOIwfASUNDARAM, J. 

K. Narayanaswami Reddiar. Appellant 
V. T. Kolandaivelu Chettiar and another. 
Respondents. 

Criminal Appeal No. 831 of 1967, D/- 
24-9-1969. 

(A) Criminal P. C. (189S). Ss. 476 to 
479-A (6) — Prosecution for pcriur>- — 
BlacLstrate d'lscliarcing the neensed not 
considering it expedient to launch pro- 
secution — If docjuncnts estaldi-shing ncr- 
fnry are brought to notice of Court after 
judgment. S. 479-A would not apply and 
sub-section (6) will not bar proceetlings 
under Ss. 476 to 479 — Where however, 
no new material is placed before Court 
to prove perjury bar under sub-scc, (6) 
will operate. 
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'^ere a Magistrate, who tried a 
had all the materials before him, when 
he passed the order of discharge dis- 
charging the accused under Section 253 
(1), Criminal P. C., and did not consider 
it necessary or expedient to launch pro- 
ceedings against the complainant for pre- 
ferring any false complaint or for per- 
jury. but after the judgment, documents, 
which would establish the falsity of the 
evidence of the wdtness, are brought to 
the notice of the Court, Section 479-A 
Criminal P. C. will not apply and sub- 
section (6) of the section will not operate 
as a bar for proceeding under Ss. 476 
to 479. Criminal P. C. AIR 1960 Mad 77 
& AIR 1966 SC 1863. ReL on. 

Where, however, no new material was 
placed subsequently to show that the 
complaint, which was filed, was false or 
the evidence, which was given amounted 
to perjury; 

The bar under Section 479-A CL 6, 
Criminal P. C. would come into opera- 
tion. (Para 3) 

(B) Criminal P. C. (1898), S. 476 — - 
Perjury — Complaint should be filed in 
interest of justice — Not proving n case 
is not tantamount to proving that com- 
plaint was false — When complaint for 
perjury should be filed e.xplained. 

If a complaint for perjury is to be filed 
under Section 476 it is to be in the in- 
terest of justice. Merely because a com- 
plainant has failed to bring home an of- 
fence is not always the same as saying 
that it has been proved that the com- 
plaint given by him was false. The bare 
fact that subsequently it was noticed that 
false evidence was given in a proceed- 
ing. by itself, will not be sufficient for con- 
cluding the expediency of prosecution. 
Before launching prosecution, one has to 
bear in mind that hundreds of actions are 
tried yearly in which the Court finds the 
evidence irreconcilably conflicting and 
therein one or the other side must have 
wilfully and deliberately perjured. The 
Courts do not often pronounce on the 
falsity of evidence, when coming to find- 
ings. If prosecution has to be laundied in 
every case and particularly at the instance 
of the opposite party, then Uiere will be 
no limit to litigation betw’ccn the parties. 
This aspect of the matter must make the 
Court pause and consider the expedienev 
of prosecution in a particular case with 
reference to its facts and not launch pro- 
secution at instance of parties in every 
case where perjury' is discovered. AR 
1966 Mad 456. Rcl. on. (Para 4) 

Ca-ses Referred; Chronological Parrs 

(1966) AIR 1966 SC 1863 fV 561 
1967 Mad LJ (Cri) 256. Kuppa 
Goundan v. M. S. P. R^ijesh 3 

(1965) AIR 1965 Mad 45G (\- 53) 

1966 Mad LW (Cri) 67 1965 Cii 

U 1457. Rangaswami Reddiar v, 
Gunnatrimal 
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0960) AIR 1960 Mad 77 (V 47) « 

1960 Cri LJ 251, Kashi Thevar 
T. Chinniah Konar 3 

N. Natarajan, for Apeellant; G. Gooal- 
aswami, for Respondents. Nos. 1 and 2; 
S. Jagadeesan. for Public Prosecutor, for 
State. 

JUDGMENT:— This appeal Is direct- 
ed against the order passed by the learn- 
ed 6th Presidency Magistrate, Saidapet 
Madras in M. P. No. 32 of 1967 on his file 
declining to launch prosecution as re- 
quested by the appellant, against the res- 
pondents for offences under Sections 211 
and 193 of the L P. C. The appellant and 
the first respondent are, film finanders; 
The second respondent, Vallinavagam. 
wanted an aznotint of Bs. 25.000 for 
financing his productions. Respondent 
Na 1, Kolandaivelu Chettiar, who had 
already advanced amounts was short of 
money on a particular date and he ad- 
vanced only Rs. 17.500. The appellant 
who was then present offered to pay the 
balance of Rs. 7,500 to the second respon- 
dent and for ^at purpose he requested 
the first respondent to execute a pro- 
missory note in favour of one Krlshna- 
Ewamy Reddlar his oorrdnee for Rupees 
7.500. Believing his representations the 
promissory note was executed, but the 
amoimt was not paid. The promissory 
note was also not returned. Respondent 
No. 1 ^ed the complaint agdnst the pre- 
sent appellant for cheating within the 
meaning of Section 420. L P. C and depos- 
ed to these facts as P. W. 1. P. W. 2 
yalllnayagam stated that the amount was 
not paid to him. The appellant. In de- 
fence. pleaded that the promissory note 
said to have been executed by the said 
first respondent to Krishnaswamv Beddiar 
had noUfing to do with the production of 
the picture "AnbuUa Athan", and added, 
that he did not know as to why P. ,W. 1 
executed a promissory note. He further 
Btated that no prondssory note was ex- 
ecuted by P. W. 1 to anyone at any time 
at his instance. Observing that the evi- 
dence adduced on the side of the com- 
plainant was not altogether satisfactory 
and holding that at the worst the matter 
would amount only to a breach of promise, 
the learned Magistrate, discharged the ap- 
pellant imder Section 253 (1). Criminal 
P. C. This was on the 10th of March. 
1967. Thereupon, on 6-4-1967 the appel- 
lant filed a petition tmder Section 476. 
Criminal P. C. before the learned Ma^s- 
trate requesting him to file a complaint 
against the present respondents for having 
filed a false complaint and given false evi- 
dence In Court The petitioner was absent 
on 28-8-1967 and the learned Magistrate 
dismissed the application stating that there 
was no ground for sanctioning the pro- 
secution. The correctness of this order is 
now canvassed in the present appeal. 


Under Section 476, CL (1) of the Criminal 
Procedure Code. 

**When any Court is of ordnion 

that it is expedient in the interests of 
justice that an inquiry should be made 
into any offence r^erred to In Sec. 195, 
eub-section (1) CL (b) or CL Cc). which 
appears to have been committed In or in 
ration to a proceeding in that Court, 
such Coiirt may. after such preliminary 
inquiry, if any, as it thinks necessary re- 
cord a finding to that effect and make a 
complaint thereof in writing sgned by the 
presiding officer of the Cotirt”. 

2. Under Section 479-A, Criminal P. C. 
Where a witness has intentionally given 
false evidence in judidal proceedings, if 
the Court feels, that for the eradication of 
the evils of perjury and In the Interests 
of Justice, it is expedient that such wit- 
ness should be prosecuted, the Court shalL 
at the time of the delivery of the judg- 
ment, record a finding to that effect stat- 
ing its reasons therefor and if It so thinks 
fit. after giving him an opportunity, to 
make a complaint thereof. In writing, and 
forward the same to a Magistrate of the 
First Class. 

3. The Ma^rtrate. who tried this case, 
bad ell the materiab before him. when be 
passed the order of discharge under Sec- 
tion 253 (1). Criminal P. C. Obviously, he 
did not consider it necessary or expedient 
to launch proceedings aeainrt the respon- 
dents for preferring any false complaint 
or for perjury. Where after the judgment 
documents, which would establish the 
falistv of the evidence of the witness, are 
brought to the notice of the Court. Sec- 
tion 479-A. Criminal P. C. not apply 
and sub-section {6) of the section trill not 
operate as a bar for proceeding under Se^ 
tions 476 to 479. Ciimlnal P. C Vide 
Kasi Thevar v. CMnidah Konar, AIR 1960 
Mad 77 and Kuppa Goundan v. M. S. P. 
Bajesh. 1967 Mad tJ (Cri) 256 « (AIR 
3966 SC 1863). No material was placed 
subsequently by the appellant to show 
that the complaint, which was filed, was 
false or the evidence, which was ifiven 
amounted to perjurv. The materials were 
there even at the time when the learned 
Magistrate passed the order of discharge. 
Petitioner does not base his claim for 
launching proceedings against the respon- 
dents on any new materiaL but only on the 
materials available from the evidence of 
P. W. 1 and P- W. 2 and the documents 
already filed. Therefore. In these dr- 
cumstanc^ the bar under Section 479-A, 
CL 6. Criminal P, C. would come Into 
operation. 

4. Even otherwise this Is not a 
where a complaint ehotdd be filed In the 
Interests of Justice. The matter relates to 
the execution of a promissory note. The 
executant says that he executed It believ- 
ing certain representations; The appel- 
lant avers that he had nothing to do with 
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She prpmfeory note. It is said that 'suits 


were instituted on the promissory note 
and that they are pending. To say that 
the complainant has not proved his case 
xmder Section 420, I. P. C. is not always 
the same as saying that it has been proved 
that the complaint given by him was false. 
‘'The bare fact that subsequently it was 
noticed that false evidence was given in 
a proceeding, by itself, will not be suffi- 
cient for concluding the e^ediency of 
prosecution. Before laimching prosecu- 
tion, one has to bear in mind that 
hundreds of actions are tried yearly in 
which the Court finds the evidence Ir- 
reconcilably conflicting and therein one 
or the other side must have wilfully and 
deliberately perjured. The. Courts do not 
often pronounce on the falsity of evidence 
when coming to findings. If prosecution 
has to be laimched in every case, and par- 
ticffiarly at the instance of the opposite 
party, ihen there will be no limit to liti- 
gation between the parties. This aspect of 
the matter must make the Court pause 
and consider the expediency of prosecu- 
tion in a particular case with reference 
to its facts and not laimch prosecution at 
the instance of parties in every case where 
perjury is discovered." Vide 1966 Mad 
LW (Cri) 67 = (AIR 1966 Mad 456) 
Rangaswamy Eeddiar v. Gunnammal. The 
learned Magistrate has correctly dismis- 
sed the petition stating that there was not 
sufficient groimd for taking any action 
against the respondents. The appeal fails 
and the same is dismissed. 

Appeal dismissed. 


ME 1970 MADRAS 2G9 (V 57 C 76) 
PAIxANISWAklY, J. 

AL Ar. Alagappa Chettiar. Apph'cant v. 
PL CL Palaniappa Chettiar, Respondent. 

Applns. Nos. 179 and 556 of 1968, D/- 
8-8-1969. 

Civil P. C, aoOS), O, 33, R, 1 — Suit in 
forma pauperis — Intentional suppression 
of proper^’ owned by plaintiff, to show his 
pauperism — Plaintiff, held, not entitled 
to sue as pauper. 

It is the duty of a petitioner to file an 
accurate verified statement of his proper- 
ties and failure to do so disentitles the 
party from suing as pauper. Anv inten- 
rionffi departure from good faith what- 
ever may be the motiv'e for the suppression 
must result in tlio dismissal of the petition 
for perTni.ssion to sue as a pauper. ISTiere 
it is clear that the plaintiff attempted to 
play fraud on the Court by suppressing his 
interest in a property by showing that he 
did not realise anvtlung bv sale of that 
properly subsequent to the date of the 
pr esentation of the petition the plaintifi 
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Paras 
3 


Mad. 26g 

cannot _ succeed. The question whether 
the ormtted item of property is substantial 
little value is beside the point 
AIR 1945 Mad 296; AIR 1943 Mad 11, ReL 

(Para 4) 

Cases' Referred: Chronological 
(1966) O. S. No. 26 of 1966 (Mad) 

(1955) (1955) 2 Mad LJ 638, Murugan 
V. Shivaraman 3 

(1954) AIR 1954 Mad 537 (V 41) = 

3.954-1 Mad LJ 26, Ramkrishna 
Chetti V. Govindammal 4 

(1945) AIR 1945 Mad 296 (V 32) = 

3945-1 Mad LJ 53, Chellammal 
V. Muthulakshmi a 

(1943) AIR 1953 Mad 11 (V 30) = 

3942-2 Mad LJ 345, Kuppuswami 
Naidu V. Varadappa Naidu 4 

_ N. C. Raghavachari and N. S. Varada- 

chalam, for Appellant; C. R, Ganesan, for 
Respondent 

ORDER: — The point for conrideration 
In this application taken out by the plmn- 
tiff under O. 14, R. 12 of the Original Side 
Rules is whether he is a pauper within 
the meaning of Order 33, Rule 1 of the 
Civil Procedure Coda The Master, against 
whose order this application has been 
filed, held against the plaintiff holding 
that he had intentionally and fraudulently 
suppressed Ms interest in a house property 
at Madurai and that on account of such 
suppression the plaintiff is not entitled to 
sue in forma pauperis though he is not 
possessed of sufficient means to pay the 
court-fee. The suit is for declaration of 
the plaintiffs title to the suit property. 
The court-fee payable comes to about 
Rs. 40.000 (to be accurate Rs. 39,451-50 P.). 
The case of the plaintiff is that apart from 
Ms interest of l/8th share in some lands, 
wMch share, according to him, is worth 
only about Rs, 2.000. he has no other pro- 
perty. The defendant alleged in Ms 
counter statement that the plaintiff had 
several properties. He also filed a sup- 
plemental. counter affidavit stating that 
the plaintiff had certain shares in a build- 
ing in Madurai and had deliberatdy and 
fraudulently suppressed it in his petition 
and affidavit The Master held that the 
value of the plaintiiTs share in the im- 
moveable properties admittedly belonging 
to the plaintiff was about Rs. 13,000. He, 
ffid not accept the defendant’s contention 
that the plaintiff had any casli or Interest 
in any compensation amount But he. 
ho\vever. accepted the case of the defen- 
dant that the plaintiff deliberately and 
fraudulently .suppressed his interest in the 
house property at liladural 

2. After the defendant filed his cotintcr 
statement pointing out that tise pLaintiff 
had a share In a house property ct 
Madurai, the plaintiff did not seek the 
If'avD of the Court to file a reply rtate- 
ment controyerting that allegation. Tlio 
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supplemental counter statement was filed 
on 22-9-1967. The plaintiff sold away his 
share in the Madurai house property on 
23-11-1967 In favour of one Ramanathan 
Chettiar and others for Rs. 9.500. Several 
prevaricating statements were made by 
the plaintiff in evidence., when his atten- 
tion was drawn to that sale. At first he 
denied that he sold anv property after the 
filing of the counter statement. He sub- 
seauentlv said that the Madurai house pro- 
perty belonged to his ioint familv and his 
entire share had been attached by some 
cr^tors. He further said that about 7 
or 8 days before he gave evidence, some 
of the creditors attached his share In the 
house property l^en he was questioned 
spedficallv he had to admit that he sold 
share, but he qualified it by saying 
that he had to sell it at the in^nce of 
some creditors. He aUn s^d that he did not 
realise anv amount out of the sale and 
that the creditors had taken away the 
amoimL When his attention was drawn 
to the recital in the sale deed that he had 
received the entire consideraPon of Rupees 
9.500 in cash in the presence of the Sub- 
Registrar. he admitt^ the receipt of the 
amount but said that he did not realise 
a ^gle paisa and stated that the credi- 
tors took away the money from him. When 
he was asked why he had not disclosed 
this either in the petition or in his reply 
Etatement and why he did not file a sutv 
plemental reply he said that since the 
property had been attached by the cre- 
ditors and taken away by them be had 
not stated that in the petition. 

3. To show that the entire conddera- 
tion of Hs, 9.500 realised by him had been 
taken by his creditors, the plaintiff ex- 
amined P. W. 2 a close relation to show 
that he paid Rs. 5.000 to P. W. 2. That 
payment is said to have been made in 
discharge of a promissory note Exhibit 
B-1 which is of the vear of 1947 and which 
is said to have been kept alive bv peiiodi- 
caJ psiTneatsi 3!ssi^ nekiir da- 

believed this story of payment by the 
plaintiff to P. W. 2. It is thus clear that 
the plaintiff deliberately and fraudulent- 
ly suppressed his interest in the house pro- 
perty not only in the petition but also la 
his afUdavit and also in ids reply affidavit. 
The question in these "circumstances Is 
whether this omission disentitles lum 
from suing as a pauper. Mr. Hagha- 
vachari, appearing for the plaintiff 
relied upon the decision in Murugan ▼. 
Sivarama^ (1955) 2 Lfad U 638. in sup- 
port of his contention that every suppres- 
don of asset cannot be taken to mean 
that it was deliberate for the purpose of 
avoiding payment of court-fee and that 
what the plaintiff realised was only 
Rs. 9.500 whereas the court-fee payable 
by him is about Rs. 40.000 and that the 
amount so realised should therefore, be 
held to be indgnlficant. In the case <dted 


above, the plaintiff was found to have not 
disclosed the existence of a pair of bulls 
worth Rs. 120. whereas the court-fee pay- 
able by him was Rs. 329-15-0. In that 
case, it is observed that one test to find 
out whether the omission is mala fide and 
deliberate is whether the intention was to 
conceal the omitted items, because if that 
were included, the Court woiUd find that 
the petitioner has means to pav the court- 
fee. and if the omitted item is insignificant 
compared with the quantum of court-fee 
payable, it cannot be said that the omis- 
sion was deliberate and mala fide. Raja- 
mannar, C. J-, who delivered the judg- 
ment was not prepared to believe the un- 
corroborated and doubtful testimony of 
P. W. 1 as regards the alleged suppre^on 
of the existence of a pair of bulls. It is 
not the principle laid down there that the 
only test is to find out the value of the 
omitted item vis-a-vis the court-fee pay- 
able irrespective of all other considera- 
tions. In a recent decision of a Bench in 
O. S. A. No. 26 of 1966 (ifadj following 
the above Bench decision it was held that 
the non-disclosure of the possession of 
some jewels was not mala fide, that the 
value of the jewels was not substantial 
and that the suppression was not with a 
adew to escape payment of court-fee. In 
Ramaimshna Chetti y. GovindanunaL 
(1954) 1 Mad U 26 - (AIR 1954 Mad 537) 
the omission was to disclose the provident 
fund amount under the bona fide impres- 
don that the fund did not belong to the 
plaintiff. It was held that the non-dU- 
^osure did not disentitle him from suing 
as pauper. 

4. In Chellammal y. MuthulakshmL 
nW5) 1 Mad LJ 53 = (AIR 1945 Mad 
296) it is laid down that it is the bounden 
duty of the petitioner to file an accurate 
verified statement of his or her proper- 
ties and that failure to do so would di^ 
entitle the party from suing as pauper. 
This decision approved the dictum of 
ChamirsxiiAsm J. itt gccppuswamf 

Naidu V. Varadappa Naldu. (1942) 2 
Mad U 345 (AIR 1943 Mad 11) where 
the learned judge has pointed out that 
anv intentional departure from good faith 
whatever may be the motive for the sup- 
pression must result in the dismissal of 
the petition. In the instant case it b 
clear beyond doubt that the plaintiff 
attempted to plav fraud on the Court by 
suppressing his interest in the house pro- 
perty in Madurai and trying to show that 
he did not realise anything by sale of that 
property subsequent to the date of the 
presentation of the petition the plaintiff 
cannot succeed. It has been pointed out 
In Chellammal v. Muthulakshmi, AIR 1945 
Mad 296 = (1945) 1 Mad U 53 that 
If there had been fraud on the Court the 
question whether the omitted item of pro- 
perty b substantial or Is of little value b 
ce^de the point. Therefore, ^ere b no 
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substance in the repeated submission of 
Mr. Raghavachariar that the amount real- 
ised by the plaintiff was only 9.500 as 
against the coure-fee of Rs. 39.251-50 pay- 
able on the plaint. The Master was right 
in holding that the omission was delibe- 
rate and mala fide. The application fails 
and is dismissed with costs. A month’s 
time given for paying the court-fee. 

Application dismissed. 


®ut there are no such words in 
Art 166 even in a case where the notice 
not duly served. In such a case Arti- 
de 166 was not meant to apply at all and 
me residuary Art. 181 (corresponding to 
Art 137 of the Act of 1963) would apply. 
^R 1961 SC 1500 & AIR 1963 SC 1604, 

(Para 16) 

(Reference also made to cases under 
O. 9, R. 13, Civil P. C. in this connection). 


AIR 1970 DIADRAS 271 (V 57 C 77) 
FULL BENCH 

RAMAKRISHNAN. KAILASAM AND 
VENKATARAMAN, JJ. 

Parasurama Odayar, Appellant v. Ap- 
padurai Chetty and others. Respondents. 

A. A. A O. No. 5 of 1962. D/- 20-6-1969. 

(A) Civil P. C. (1908), S. 141. O. 5, R. 19, 
O. 21, R. 66; O- 48, R. 2 — Execution pro- 
ceedings — Service of notice under O, 21, 
R. 66 — Order 5, Rule 19 applies. 

There is no provision in O. 21 as to the 
manner of service of the notice under 
O. 21. R. 66 and hence O. 48. R 2 will 
apply, which means that the provisions of 
O. 5 relating to the manner of service will 
apply even to the notice issued xmder 
O. 2;1. R. 66. Hence, the provisions of 
O. 5. R 19 ^viU apply. (1895) ILR 17 All 
106 (PC) & AIR 1962 SC 1886, Ref. 

(Para 10) 

(B) Civil P. C. (1908), Pre., O, 5, R. 19 
— Interpretation of statutes — Use of 
"shall” and "may” in same provision. 

Where the Legislature has used the 
words "shall” and "may” in the same pro- 
vision, that itself is an indication, that the 
word "shall” has been used in a manda- 
tory sense. AIR 1968 SC 178, ReL on. 

(Para 11) 

(C) Limitation Act (1963), Arts. 127, 123, 
137 — Limitation Act (1908), Arts. 166, 
164, 169, 181 — Starting point under Arti- 
cle 160 — From date of sale and not from 
date of J. D.’s subsequent knowledge — 
Contrast with position under Arts. 164 & 
169 of 1908 Act — Cases of application 
under O. 9. R. 13, Civil P. C. also referred 
in this connection — (Civil P. C. (1908), 
O. 9, R. 13) — (Limitation Act (1908), 
Arts. 164 and 169), 

Where the Legislatme simply mention- 
ed "the date of the sale” as the starting 
point in Art. 16G of the Act of 1908. (or 
Art. 127 of the new Act), it would not be 
- open to the Court to add words substitut- 
ing tJic date of the judgment-debtor’s sub- 
sequent knowledge as the starting point 
but preserving the period of thirty days. 

(Para 16) 

In Arts. 164 and 169 of Act of 1908 
knowiedgo becomes a material factor only 
when th e summons or notice was not duly 
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(D) Civil P. C. (1908), O. 5, R. 19; O, 21, 
E, 66; O. 21, R. 90 — Limitation Act (1963), 
Art. 127 — Limitation Act (1908). Arti- 
cle 166 — Application to declare ex parte 
execution sale void — Application filed 
beyond 30 days from date of sale — De- 
fence of bar of limitation under Art. 160 
— Strict compliance with provisions of 
O. 5, R. ID must be proved — Express 
declaration of due service required. AIR 
1940 Mad 213 & AIR 1943 Mad 55 & AIR 
1944 Mad 193, Overruled. 


Per Venkataraman, J. (Ramakrishnan & 
Kailasam, JJ. concurring): 

Where the judgment-debtor files an ap- 
plication to have the execution sale de- 
clared void and the application is filed 
beyond thirty days from the date of the 
sale, if the decree-holder or the auction- 
purchaser wants to defeat the application 
by urging that the application should have 
been filed within thirty days of the date 
of the sale under Art 1 66 of the Limita- 
tion Act of 1908 (or the corresponding 
Art 127 of the Act of 1963). for the reason 
tliat the summons had been duly served 
by affixture on the judgment-debtor as re- 
quired by O. 5. R. 19, it is necessary that 
there should have been strict compliance 
with the provisions of O. 5. R. 19 by the 
executing Court when it proceeded to hold 
the sale in the absence of the judgment- 
debtor. In particular, where the return 
of the process-server under R. 17 of O. 5 
has not already been verified by the af- 
fidavit of the serving officer the Court 
shall examine the serving officer on oath 
or cause him to be so examined by ano- 
ther Court touching his proceedings. It 
should also declare expressly that the 
summons has been duly served, though 
the exact form of that dedaration may be 
in any convenient form, such as "it is 
declared tlial the defendant has been duly 
serv-ed". or "it is declared that the service 
is sufficient" or .simoly "defendant duly 
served” or "servace sufficient” IWiat is 
important is that the endorsement of the 
Court itself should indicate that the pre- 
siding .officer has applied his mind .and 
considers that the summons has been duly 
served. Case law discussed. AIR 1940 Mnd 
213 & AIR 1943 Mad 55 & AIR 1944 Mad 
193, Overruled. (Para 45) 

Ctascs Referred: Chronological P.arftS 

(1966) AIR 1968 SC 178 (V 45) - 
1968 Cri LJ 2.81. Jamalraj v. State 
oi Maharashtra 11 
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a034) AIR 1934 Lali 985 (2) (V 21), 

Tehal Sia ^h V. Chanchal Sin^ 
a933) AIR 1933 Mad 406 (V 20) “ 

64 Mad U 637. Ramaswami Chettiar 
V. Chioappa Chetti 8, 23, 54 
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a967) AIR 1967 Mad 5 CV 54) •=» 

196&-1 Mad U 81, EUappa Nalcker 
V. Animusa Serv^ 

0964) AIR 1964 Cal 241 fV 51). 

Chaturbhui v. Clive Mills Co. 

0963) AIR 1963 SC 1604 (V 50) «» 

1964-1 SCR 971, State of Punjab 
V. Quisar Jehan Begum 
0962) AIR 1962 SC 1886 (V 49) 

1963-2 SCR 499. Bhusbayya v. 
Ramakrishnayya 
0962) AIR 1962 Andh Pra 156 
(V 49) = 1961 Andh LT 136, 
Venkataramayya v. yenkata- 
mutharao 38 

0961) AIR 1961 SC 1500 fV 48) — 

1962-1 SCR 676. Harishchandra v. 

Dy. Land Acquisition Officer 4. 17 
0955) AIR 1955 SC 425 CV 42) — 

1955-2 SCR 1. San g ram Singh V. 
Election Tribunal, Kotah U 

(1953) AIR 1953 Mad 528 (V 40) 

1953-1 blad U 302, Anaithalayan 
V. Manidhamuthu 
0952) AIR 1952 Cal 10 (V 39) - 
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Bench has been constituted to resolve the 
conflict of observations in Bench decisions 
of this Court concerning the effect of non- 
compliance with the proviaons of O. 5, 
B. 19, Civil P. C. relating to the service 
of summons. 

2. The reference arises out of an ap- 
plication. E. A, 120 of 1960. by 0 D« 
Parasurama Odayar, the judgment-debtc 
in O. S. 10 of 1956 on the file of the Dk 
trict Munklf, Ami, to have it declare 
that the execution sale of his propert 
whidi took place on 22-7-1959. In execu 
tion of the said decree was nuU and voic 
The property which was sold was abou 
three acres in extent with a well ani 
electic motor pump set. A sum of abou 
Rs. 500 was due on the security of th 
property to the Government In respect o 
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a loan winch had been taken The pro- 
perty was sold for a sum of Es. 11 sub- 
ject to the above encumbrance and the 
purchaser was one Seshadri Iyengar, -fee 
second respondent in E. A. 120 of 1960. 
The notice of sale sent by registered post 
was returned as refused and the sub- 
sequent notice sent through the Court for 
the hearing on 19-1-1959 is said to have 
been affixed to the outer door of the house 
of Parasurama Odayar on 26-12-1958 by 
the process server on accoimt of the ab- 
sence of Parasurama Odayar from the 
village. On 19-1-1959 the notice in the 
execution petition was as follows — 

"Respondent absent, Coiurt notice af- 
fixed. Respondent called, absent. Set 
ex parte.” 

The sale was fixed on 18-3-1959. It final- 
ly took place on 22-7-1959 and was con- 
firmed on 28-8-1959, 

3. Parasurama Odayar alleged that he 
came to know of the sale only on 20-1-60 
and he filed the application E. A. No. 120 
of 1960 on 22-1-60 to have the sale set 
aside. He averred that he had no notice 
whatever of the sale and that the sale con- 
ducted without notice to him was void. 
He claimed that the property was worth 
Rs. 10,000 initially, the upset price was 
Rs. 9,000 subject to the encumbrance of 
Rs. 500 and urged that the sale was con- 
ducted fraudulently and with a material 
irregularity and had resulted in substan- 
tial injury to him. The application was 
resisted by the auction purchaser. The 
learned District Munsif. who enquired 
into the petition, rejected his, contentions 
and disnfissed the petition- The judg- 
ment-debtor’s appeal to the learned Dis- 
trict Judge also failed. The Courts below 
found that he had notice of the sale, that 
there was sufficient compliance with the 
provisions of O. 5, R. 19, Civil P. C., that 
since he had notice of the sale, he had to 
set aside the sale within 30 days tuider 
Art. 166 of the Limitation Act, 1908, and 
that the sale could not be said to be void. 
The judgment-debtor preferred A. A A. 
O. 5 of 1962 and it came on for hearing 
brfore Kailasam, J. 

4. At the outset It was pressed upon 
the learned Judge that property worth 
Rs. 10,000 had been sold for Rs._ 511. The 
learned Judge apparently felt impressed 
by tlie contention, but hold that even so. 
the application would have to be filed 
under O. 21, B. 90, Ci-vdl P. C. within a 
period of thirty days from the date of 
sale as required by Art. 166 of the Limita- 
tion Act of 1908. To get over tliat bar, 
it was urged on behalf of the judgment- 
debtor that the starting point of limita- 
tion mentioned as the date of the sale in 
Art 166 shoidd be construed as the date 
of the judgment-debtor’s knowledge of 
tlie sale, wWch was 20-1-1960 according to 
htm This contention was sought to 
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Eustamed by a reference to the decisions 
of the Supreme Court in Harishchandra v. 
Deputy Land Acquisition Officer, 1962-1 
SCR 676 = AIR 1961 SC 1500 and State 
of Pimjab V. Quisar Jehan Begum, 1964-1 
SCR 971 = AIR 1963 SC 1604. Those 
were cases relating to the period within 
which the party dissatisfied wilh the award 
of compensation by the Collector under 
the Land Acquisition Act could ask the 
Collector to make a reference to the Civil 
Court Where a party is not present at 
the_ time of making of the award and 
notice is not given to him of the award 
under Section 12 (2) of the Act the 
Act gives him six months from the 
date to move the Collector. It was 
held that the literal and mechanical con- 
struction would not be appropriate, and 
that knowledge of the party affected by 
the award, actual or constructive being 
an essential requirement of fair-play and 
natural justice, the expression mxist be 
construed as meaning six months from the 
date of knowledge of the Collector’s 
award.” With reference to this conten- 
tion, Kailasam, J. pointed out that, on the 
facts there was the finding of the Courts 
below that the judgment-debtor came to 
know of the sale at least on 20-11-1959, 
"What happened was that the decree- 
holder, after the impugned sale, filed toe 
next execution petition, E. P. 301 of 1959, 
to realise the balance of the decretal 
amount Notice thereof was served on 
the judgment-debtor on 20-11-1959 and he 
paid the balance amount The learned 
Judge accepted the finding of fact that he 
had knowledge of the date of the sale at 
least on 20-11-1959, and, since the peti- 
tion was filed more than thirty days there- 
after. it would be time-barred if Art. 166 
applied. 


5, It was then contended on behalf of 
the judgment-debtor that the sale was 
void ab initio, because there was no ser- 
vice of notice under Order 21, Rule 66, 
that it did not require to be set aside at 
all and that consequently Art, 166 of the 
Limitation Act would not apply and the 
residuary Art 181 would apply, providing 
for a period, of three years from the time 
when the right to apply accrued. If this 
contention v.’as correct, there could be no 
doubt that the application was in time. 
In support of this contention what w.is 
urged on behalf of tlie judgment-debtor 
was that there w.as no compliance with 
the provisions of O. .6. R. 19, Civ'il P. C. 
in tlie Court’s endorsement of 19-1-1959, 
already quoted. In order to explain this 
contention, it Is necessary to quote O. 5, 
Hr. 17. and 19: — 

"17. V/here the defendant or his agent 
or such other person as aforesaid refused 
to rign the acknowk-dgment or where tl'.e 
serving officer, after using all ct:e a:'.d 
reasonable diligence, cannot find tlse de- 
fendant and there ia no agent empowered 
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to accept service of summons on his behalf 
nor any other person on whom service 
can be made, the serving officer shall af- 
fix a coiry of the summons on the outer 
door or some other conspicuous part of 
the house in which the defendant ordin- 
narily resides of carries on business or 
personallv wor^ fisc gain, and shall then 
return the original to the Court from 
which it was issued with a report endors- 
ed thereon or annexed thereto stating that 
he has so affixed the copy, the ^cums- 
tances under which he did so, and the 
name and address of the person (If any) 
by whom the house was identified and In 
whose presence the copy was affixed. 

19. Where a summons Is returned 
imder R. 17. the Court shall. If the return 
under that rule has not been verified by 
the affidavit of the serving officer, and 
may. if it has been so verified, examine 
the serving officer on oath, or cause him 
to be so examined by another Court, 
touching his proceedings, and rnay make 
surii further encnnry in the matter as It 
thinks fit and shall either declare that 
the summons has been duly served or 
order such service as it thinks fit" 

6. What was contended before KaHa- 
sam. on behalf of the judgment debtor 
was that in two particulars there was no 
compliance with the provisions of O. 6. 
R. 19: firstly, there was no affidavit of the 
serving officer (process server) before the 
Nazir and eonseouently the Court was 
bound to examine the process server on 
oath but that was not done: secondly, the 
Court did not declare that the summons 
had been duly served. The facts bearing 
on these contentions are these. After the 
alleged refusal of the postal notice, the 
execution petition was adjourned to 19-1- 
1959 and two notices were issued. The 
first was the notice under Order XXL 
Rule 66(2) (which says that the terms of 
the proclamatian of sale shall be settled 
after notice to the decree-holder and the 
judgment-debtor), and the other was the 
notice of an applicatioa by the decree- 
holder to reduce the upset price. ITie 
summonses are Rxs. B-6 and B 9. Both 
of them were affixed on 26-12.1953 to the 
outer door of the hoiBe.-cf the judgment- 
debtor. The endorsements are rimilar. 
It is sufficient to note the endorsement 
in Ex. B-6. There is first the endorse- 
ment dated 26-12-1958 of the KgriiaTn to 
the following effect: — 

"On enquiry made about the defen- 
dant mention^ .-in the notice, he Is not 
to ^ found. /It is learnt from the 
ndghbours and the women of the house 
that he has gone to Odultathur or Vellore 
taick and the date of his return Is not 
known. Hen« the summons Is affixed to 
the outer door of his residential house.” 
Below there is a •return’ -dated 6-1-1S59 
of the process server. Kuppuswand. stat- 
ing— 


made enquiries on 26-12-1958 about 
the defendant herein In Nadukuppam 
tillage in Ami t^uk. It was learnt from 
the neighbours that he had gone to Odii- 
kathur of Vellore taluk and that his date 
of return was not known. Hence copy 
of the summons was affixed to the outer 
door of Hs residential house with the 
kamam as a witness.” . 

There is an endorsement of the Nazir to 
the following effect — 

"P.S.A. Defendant absent, affixed." 

It is stat^ before us that •’P.S.A.” means 
"Process server affinned”. Before Kaila- 
sam J., what was stated was that the 
words meant "party solemnly affinned”, 
but that makes no difference. The point 
made on behalf of the appellant and ac- 
cepted by Kailasam J. was that these 
words would only mean that the process 
server solemnly affirmed the facts stated 
In (he return before the Nazir, but imder 
Order V. Rule 19 besides that, an affida- 
int of the serving officer was necessary, 
but no such affidavit was taken by the 
Nazir and therefore It was Incumbent on 
the court, under the first part of Order V, 
Rule 10. to examine the serving officer 
on oath. That, however, was not done. 
The learned Judge accepted this conten-* 
tion observing:— 

'There Is no verification by the serv- 
ing officer and the words written and 
initialled by the Nazir will not have the 
effect of the serving officer verifying the 
return by affidavit.” 

Secondly, it was urged before Kailasam 
that there was no declaration by tim 
raecuting Court that the summons had 
been duly served as required by the 
second part of Order V, Rule 19. We 
have alreadv quoted the endorsement 
^led 19-1-1959. on the execution peti- 
tion. namely "respondent absent Court 
noUce affixed. Respondent called, absent. 
Set tx parte”. It is here necessary to 
explain that the words "respondent absent 
0>urt notice affixed” refer to what hap- 
pened in the village on 26-12-1958 and 
the further words "respondent called aln 
smt set ex parte” refer to w^t happen- 
CT in the Court on 19-1-1959. The point 
which was made on behalf of the Judg- 
ment-debtor was that there was no de- 
claration by the executing Court as re- 
quired by Order V. Rule 19 "that the 
eunimons had been duly served." 

7. Ka il a s a m J. dealing with the first 
aspect expressed himself thus: 

The rule (Order V, Rule 19) requires 
that the Court shall examine the sendng 
offirer on oath, if the return has not been 
y^ified by the affidavit of the serving 
officer. It also requires that the Cinirt 
znmt either declare that sinnmons has 
been duly served or order such service 
M it t h i nks fit No deoslon been 
o t e d before me as to the consequence of 
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failure of the Court to examine the serv- 
ing officer, when the retiun is not veri- 
fied by affidavit As the word 'shall' is 
used, unless contrary intention appears, 
it must be taken that the rule is manda- 
tory and failure to observe the rule will 
render the service void.” 

8. On the second aspect, the learned 
Judge expressed himself thus; — 

"Regarding the failure by the Court 
to declare summons duly served or not, 
there is conflict of authorities.” 

The learned Judge went on to point out 
the conflict of authorities. 

8-A. 'Thus in two Bench decisions in 
Azagappa Chetty v. Ramanatha, 64 Mad 
LJ 629= AIR 1933 Mad 466 and Rama- 
nadhan v. Veerappa, AIR 1937 Mad 84, 
it was held that, where there was no de- 
claration by the Court imder Order V, 
Rule 19. in the previous execution peti- 
tion, the judgment-debtor would not be 
precluded by the doctrine of constructive 
res judicata in the later execution peti- 
tion, from putting forward his objections 
to the execution. These decisions were 
followed by single Judges in three deci- 
sions. namely, Ramaswami Chettiar V. 
Chinnappa Chetty, 64 Mad LJ 637 = 
fAlR 1933 Mad 4061, Viswanatha v. Mu- 
tugappan, AIR 1935 Mad 438=42 Mad 
LW 39 and Palaniappa v. ThaivanaL 71 
Mad U 317=AIR 1936 Mad 812. As against 
these, there are tv'O Bench decisions in 
Venkalarayanim Varu v. China Baparma, 
1939-2 Mad LJ 926 and Govinda Krishna 
V. Sankaralinga, 1942-2 Mad U 558= 
AIR 1943 Mad 55, where it was held that, 
though the provisions of Order V, Rule 19 
are mandatory, the Court could spell out 
an implied declaration that the summons 
had , been duly served and that ffie ab- 
sence of such an express declaration does 
not involve as a necessary consequence 
a finding that summons had not been 
duly served. . Kailasam J., felt that it 
was difficult to reconcile these views and 
observed; — 

"In view of this conflict, it is desirable 
that there should be an' authoritative 
decision on the point. The question 
whether non-compliance of the require- 
ments under Order V, Rule 19 would 
make the service of summons ineffective 
or not has to be considered. The matter 
will be placed before my Lord the Chief 
Justice as to posting it before a Bench or 
a FuU Bench". 

That is how the matter has come before 
us, 

9. It win bo noted that the appeal It- 
self has not been referred to us and has 
therefore to go bad; to Kail.asara J. for 
decision after the expression of tlie 
opinion by the Full Bench on fhe ques- 
tion referred. The question rcfcrr«J is 
whether the non-compliance of tlie re- 
quirements of Order V. Rule 19 would 


make the service of summons ineffective 
or not and this question has to be con- 
adered with reference to the application 
filed by the judgment-debtor to avoid the 
sale (to use a colourless expression). 

10. At the outset we have to dispose 
of a preliminary point made by Sri V. V. 
Raghavan. the learned counsel for the 
second respondent-auction purchaser, that 
in respect of such an application in exe- 
cution proceedings. Order V, Rule 19 
would not in terms apply, that therefore 
the Com! was not boimd to see whether 
the provisions had been strictly complied 
wi^ and that it was enough if it was 
satisfied that the provisions had been sub- 
st^tially complied wdth. In support of 
this contention the learned counsel relies 
on Wo decisions, one of the Pri\ry Coun- 
cil in Thakur Prasad v. Sheikh Fakir 
UUah, 17 All 106 fPC) and Bhusayya v. 
Ramakrishnayya, 1963-2 SCR 499=AIR 
1962 SC 1886 at 1892. These decisions 
have interpreted S. 141 C_P.C., 1908 and 
the corresponding S. M?, C.P.C. of 1882. 
Sec. 141 says that the procedure provid- 
ed in this Code in regard to suits shall be 
followed, as far as it can be made appU- 
t^ble, in all proceedings in any court of 
civil jurisdiction. What is pointed out 
in these decisions is that, in respect of 
execution proceedings, there is Order XXI 
which provides a detailed procedure, and 
consequently the general procedure pres- 
cribed elsewhere in the Code cannot be 
made applicable to execution proceedings. 
But this contention of the learned coun- 
sel overlooks the provisions of O. XL\Tn, 
Rule 2 which says that "all orders, notices 
and other documents required by this 
Code to be given to or served on any per- 
son shall be served in the manner pro- 
vided for the service of summons”. There 
is no provision in Order XXI as to the 
manner of service of the notice under 
Order XXL Rule 66 and hence O. XLVm 
Rule 2 will apply, which means that the 
provisions of Order V relating to the 
manner of service will app ly ev en to the 
notice Issued under Order XXL Rule 66. 
Hence, the provisions of Order V, Rule 19 
will apply. 

IL In answering the reference about 
the effect of the non-compliance with the 
provisions of Order V, Rule 19. we must 
remember that we are not anssvering the 
question in the abstract, but In rckstion 
to an application to have the execution 
sale declared void. V/e will have to 
remember further that the question has 
been raised by tlie appellant in ordcr_ to 
contend that Art. IGG of the Limitation 
Act of 1903. prescribing a shorter period 
of limitation of thirty days from the date 
of the sale did not apply to him and th,at 
consequently the rcsidu.arv Art. 181 ap- 
plied. Tiiis being the context in which 
the effect of the non-ccroplir.r.ce with the 
provisions of Order V, Rule 19 has to l>o 
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conddered, It wDl be necessary to have 
an idea as to how the appellant can con- 
tend that Art 166 would not apply, If 
Order V. Rule 19 was not strictly com- 
plied with. V^en Art 166 of the Limi- 
tation Act of 1908 or the correspondina 
Art. 127 of the new Limitation Act of 
1963 prescribes a period of thirty days 
from the date of the sale for znaldnR the 
application to set aside the execution sale, 
it assumes that the judgment-debtor 
knew of the date of the ^e, either actu- 
ally or constructively and would there- 
fore be in a porition to make the appli- 
cation within thirty dairs of the date of 
the sale. If he was personally served 
with the notice under Order XXI, TL 66, 
there could be no difficulty in fixing him 
with knowledge of the date of the sale; 
even if he chooses to be absent from the 
Coxirt in response to the notice under 
Order XXI. Rule 6^ the law will say 
that it was his duty to be present and 
that he had constructive notice of the 
date of the sale. But it may not he pos- 
sible always to eSect personal service of 
the notice of the sale (meaning thereby 
the notice under Order XXL Rule 66). 
Indeed, if personal service were to be 
insisted on the judgment-debtor, he might 
evade personal sendee and a premium 
could be put on such evarion. That is 
why the law has prescribed under O. V, 
R. 19 that even if the notice Is served by 
affixture, the Court could dedare toat 
he has been duly served or alternatively 
the Court could order substituted service 
under O. V, R. 20. In either case, the 
Court fa enabled to proceed further des- 
pite the absence of personal service and 
desrdte the possible absence of the judg- 
ment-debtor. In such a case, the law 
will say that the judgment-debtor had 
constructive notice and would expect the 
judgment-debtor to file the application 
within thirty days from the date of the 
sale. But, since it fa posrible that, in 
spite of the declaration of due service of 
the Court under O. V, R. 19 or of sub- 
stituted service under O. V., R. 20, the 
Judgment-debtor may not have actually 
known of the date of the sale. It should 
be open to him .to satisfy the Court that 
actually he xtid'not have notice of the 
sale and did not even otherwise know of 
the sale . 'and that the application of 
Art. 166 would take away his valuable 
right At this stage it is pertinent to 
recall the observations of their Lordships 
of the Supreme Court In Sangram Sing 
V. Election. Tribunal, Kotah, 1955-2 SCR 
1 at P. g°CAIR 1955 SC 425 at p. 429)-^ 

••Next there must be ever present to 
the mind the fact that our laws of proce- 
dure are grounded on a principle of 
nattu'al Ju^ce which requires that men 
should not be condemned unheard, that 
decisions should not be reached behind 
their badm, that proceedings that afEect 


their lives and property should not con- 
tinue in their absence and that they 
should not be precluded from partidpat- 
Ing In them. Of course, there must be 
exceptions and where they are dearly 
defined they must be given effect to. But 
taken by and large, and subject to that 
proviso, our laws of procedure should be 
construed, wherever that is reasonably 
possible. In the light of that prindple,” 
But apart from the above right of the 
judgment-debtor himself, it should be 
dear that in order that the executing 
Court may initially have jurisdiction to 
proceed with the execution, despite the 
absence of personal service, the executing 
Court should strictly comply with the 
provisions of Order V, Rule 39 (if it 
wants to hold under that provirion that 
ftere has been due service). The impe- 
rative nature of the provirions of O. V, 
Rule 19 should therefore be obvious. 

fa also borne out by the use of the 
word ‘'shall’' in the two parts of Order V, 
Rule 19. as contrasted with the use, of 
the word “may” In the rule;. Where- the 
Legislature has used the words "shaE” 
and “may” In the same provision, that 
Itself fa an indication that the word 
*^all” has been • used In a mandatory 
sense. That has been pointed out by 
their Lordships of the Supreme Court in 
Jamatral v. State of Maharashtra, AIR 
0968 SC 178 construing S. 540, CrL P. 
Code. That nin>> 

"Any Court may, at any stage of any 
enoidry, trial or ether proceeding under 
this Code, summon any person or a Al- 
ness. or examine any person already exa- 
nuned, and the Court shall stonmon and 
examine or recall and re-examine any 
such person if his evidence appears to It 
essential to the just decision of the case." 
Their Lordships pointed out— 

"The section Is In two parts. The firs! 
part gives a discretionary power, but the 
latter part fa mandatory. The use cf the 
word 'may* in the first part and of the 
word ’shall' In the second firmly esta- 
blishes this difference," 

12 . Kow let us conrider the rule more 
closely. The first part says that, where 
a summons has been returned under 
Rule 17, the Court shall, if the return 
under that rule has not been verified by 
the affidavit of the serving officer, and 
may, if it has been S3 verified, examine 
the serving officer on' oath or cause him 
to be so examin^ by another court, 
touching his proceedings, and may make 
sudi further enquiry in the matter as it 
thinks fit. Thus It says that, where the 
return xmder Rule 17 has not been veri- 
fied by the affidavit of the serving officer, 
the Court shall examine him on oath and 
it is mandatory. If there fa an affidavit, 
it means that the serving officer has tat* 
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ed something .on oath and, if the ‘-tate- 
ment turns out to be false he could be 
prosecuted. That itself would put him on 
guard and ma k e him adhere to the truth 
as far as possible and would minimise 
the chances of a false return of service. 
It is with the same object that the Court 
is required to examine him on oath where 
he has not verified the return by an affi- 
davit before the prescribed officer (Nazir). 
We know of numerous instances where 
defendants and judgment-debtors come 
to the Court and state that the process 
server has not come to their place at aU 
and that the alleged affixture is a myth; 
and there are several cases where mch a 
contention of the defendant or judgment- 
debtor has been accepted by the Courts. 
Such a danger would be minimised if 
the' Court adheres to the provisions of 
Order V, Rule 19. If it mskes it a point 
to question the serving officer as to what 
he did when he went to the village and 
what attempts he made to get at the de- 
fendant, there is no doubt that the serwee 
would be more real and effective than it 
would be otherwise. We cannot really 
over-emphasise the importance of this 
provision. Very often there is room for 
thinking that the Court does not even 
look into the return, but simply says 
"Service sufficient, defendant absent; set 
ex parte”. That defeats the salutary 
purpose for which the detailed provisions 
have been enacted with ansdety by the 
Legislatiure. 

13. Sri V, V. Raghavan, the learned 
counsel for the auction-purchaser was 
alive to the importance of the affidavit, 
but sought to contend that, since the pro- 
cess server was affirmed by the l^azir, 
according to the letters 'T.S.A.”. it must 
be taken that what was affirraed was an 
affidavit We ruled that such an argu- 
ment was not open to him before the Fuff, 
Bench, because the referring Judge has 
held that there was no affidavit 
in this case, and that point has not been 
referred to us for dedsioa again. The 
only question referred is what tiie effect 
of the want of affidavit is and we have 
already indicated our opinion that it is 
essentiaL 

14- For the reasons alread.y fndicafed, 
it is clear that the Legislature 'ntends 
that there should be an express declara- 
tion by the Court that the suirsriKins has 
been duly served, though the exact form 
of that declaration may be in an>* con- 
venient form, such as. 'Tt is declared that 
the defendant has been dulv served”, or 
"it Is declarc-d that the service Ls suffi- 
cient”. or simply "defendant duly serv- 
ed”. or "service sufficient”. Vffiat is im- 
portant is that the endorsement of the 
Court itself should indicate that the pre- 
siding officer has applied his mind and 
considers that the summons has been duly 


served. It is also dearable that before 
m a k i n g such a declaration the Court indi- 
cates why it makes such a declaration. 
For instance, it may be that three diffe- 
rent process servers had gone on diffe- 
rent occasions and on every one of those 
occasions the judgment-debtor was absent 
and the Coiirt feels that the judgment- 
debtor must really have come to know 
of the matter. Apart from the fact that 
the use of the word "shall” by the legis- 
kture in the concluding part of the jrule 
in contrast with the. use of the word 
"may” in the earlier part of the rule it- 
seK indicates that the legislature meant 
the concluding part of the rule, "shall 
either declare that the summons has been 
duly served", to be mandatoiy, we must 
emphasise what we have already stated, 
namely, that since after such declaration 
of due service the decree-holder wants 
to contend that the judgment-debtor has 
had constructive notice of the date of the 
sale and should therefore have filed the 
application to set aside the sale wilHn 
thirty days under Art 166, it is obvious 
that strict compliance with the provisions 
of Order V, Rule 19 is necessary before 
the decree-holder can limit the judgment- 
debtor to the shorter period of linutation, 

15. At this stage, however, I must 
point out that the contention initially 
urged before Kailasam J., on behalf of 
the judgment-debtor that the starling 
point under Art 166 of the Limitation 
Act of 1908 woffid be the judgment-deb- 
tor’s knowledge of the sale would have 
a materixil bearing on the question W’e 
are now considering, whether strict com- 
pliance with Order V, Rule 19 Is neces- 
sary. It may be noted that the initial 
contention that the judgment-debtor's 
subsequent Imowledge of the date of sale 
would be the starting point was put forth 
as a matter of construction of Art 165 
itself, irrespective of the question v/he- 
ther there was due service of notice under 
Order XXI, Rule 66 within the meaning 
of Order V. Rule 19 that is to say. the 
argument proceeded on the footing that 
even if ffiere had been due service, and 
Art 166 applied, the starting point of 
limitation would be the judgment-deb- 
tor’s subsequent laiowledgo of the date of 
sale. If that contention wore correct, it 
could be urged (on behalf of the decree- 
holder or tlic auction purchaser) that the 
Court need not at all bother whether 
tliere had been strict compliance vith 
the provisions of Order V. Rule 19, be- 
cause. whether there was strict compli- 
ance or not, the starting point o£ h.mita- 
tion would be tlie judcmcnt-dyutnr’K mb- 
seouent Imowledge of ffic date o5 the 
sale. 

1C. In my opinion, however. Art. ICC 
of the Limitation Act of 1033 cannot he 
cemstTued as initially contended for be- 
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fore Kallasam on behalf of the iudg- 
ment-debtor. The only words used In 
^lumn 3 were "the date of the sale” and 
there were no words making ihe iudfi- 
ment-debtor’s subsequent knowledge oi 
•Uie date of the sale as a relevant crite- 
rion for the starting point It is well to 
remember that the limitation Act of 1908 
(and this is also true of the Act of 1863) 
contains several Artides (e.g^ 22. 48. 90. 


154. 169) which mention knowledge as a 
material factor for the starting point of 
limitation, but others like Art. IS") do not 
mention IL Obviously the legislature 
intended that in the latter urovi^ns 
subsequent knowledge would not be _ a 
material factor in fixing the starting point 
of limitation. In particular we may con- 
trast Art 166 with Arts. 164 and 169 of 
the Act of 190a 


DetcriptioQ of 
appl^tfon 

Period of 
Itfflitatioa 

2 

Time from which period 
begins torus 

S 




order to set aside a decree 
passed «s porU^ 

Thirty days 

the nunmoos ms not doly 
served, when the applicant hu 

V nowledge of the decree. 

appeal heard a parte> 

Thlr^days 

or where notice of the appeal 
was not dnly served, when the 
arol leant has Icsowlrage of the 
oectee. 


iThus in Arts. 164 and 169 knowledge be- 
comes a material fector only when the 
Isummons or notice was not duly served. 
But there are no such words In Art 166 
'even in a case where the notice was not 
duly served. This Is a clear indication 
that even in a case where the nodce was 
Dot duly served and the ludgmeac«debtor- 
came to know of the date of the sate only 
subseouently. the limitation was not 
thirty days from the date of the subse- 
auent knowledge. At the same time it 
^ould be dear that In sudi a case where 
the notice was not duly served. It would 
be unreasonable to apply Art 166 and 
oblige him to apply within thirty days 
of the date of sale. The solutloa for this 
difBcultv G simple, namely, that in such 
a case Art 166 was not meant to apply 
at all and the reriduary Art 181 would 
, apply. Similarly under the Act of 19W 
Art 127 (corresponding to Art 166 of the 
Act of 1908) would not apply and the 
residuary Art 137 (corresponding to 
Art 181) would apply. Where the Legis- 
lature amply mentioned "the dale of the 
sale” as the starting point in Art 166 of 
the Act of 1603. (or Art 127 of the new 
Act), it would not be open to the Court 
to add words substltiiting the date of the 
ludgment-debtor’s subsequent knowledge 
as the starting /'boinl but preserving the 
period ol thirty days. To add such words 
mak e the words *the date of the sale’ 
thoroughly useless, because in every case 
the judgment-debtor would by-pass the 
provision and file the application witHn 
thirty days of his subsequent knowledge. 

g lhat Was the intention of the Legisia- 
re. it could simply have enacted the 
ird column of Art. 166 as "the date of 
_-e judgment-debtor's knowledge of the 
sale." 

17. The ■ decisions of the Supreme 
Court in 1962-1 SCR 676-AlR 1961 SC 


1500 and 1964-1 SCR 971-AIR^ 1963 SC 
1604 cannot, therefore, be extended to 
the fixation of the starting point under 
Art. 166 of the limitatiou Act of 3908 
or the corresponding Art. 127 of the li- 
mitation Act of 1663. Those decisions 
will have to be understood with reference 
to the fact that under the Land Acquisf- 
tion Act, very often the Collector makes 
the award without fixing the date before 
hand, and consequently the party tnay 
not be present when the aweiid is made 
That is why S. 12 of the Lwd Acquisitiou 
Act itself requires that In such a case the 
CoUertor shall give immediate notice of 
the award to the party interest^ If 
such notice is issued, he is given dx 
wceta from the receipt of the notice for 
making the application for reference to 
the cJvil court; but where no notice Is 
Issued under S. 32 (2), he is given dx 

months from the date of the CoUector'a 
award, and in such a case It stands to rea- 
son that the period of limitation should 
coimt from the date when the party gets 
notice of the award, art uall y or conlrtruc- 
tively. The situation before the executing 
court is. however, entirely different, be- 
cause here notice Is given even before the 
holding of the s^e under O. XXI R. 66 and 
the date of sale is ^ed after such notice. 
Once that notice Is serv^ actually or 
constructivelv. the law presumes that the 
judgment-debtor knows of the sale and 
sees no injustice in his being required to 
file the application to set aside the fsis 
within thirty days of the date of the sale. 
It. however, he proves that in srtte of the 
presumption ol law actual or construc- 
tive. he did not factually have notice, the 
law will come to his rescue by eartoK 
that Art. 166 would not apply to him st 
all and that the re^uary Art. 181 would 
apply. Instances where the judgment- 
debtor may satisfy the Court that he bad 
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actually no notice of the sale are given 
in Gyananunal v. Abdul Hussain Sahib, 
ILR 55 Mad 223 = 61 Mad LJ 920={AIB 
1931 Mad 813) for instance that the siun- 
mons was not really served upon him, 
but on somebody else — one such instance 
is Gopal Chettiar v. Mariasusai Pillai, 
1937 Mad WN 184=rArR 1937 Mad 219) 
or that what was served was not the sum- 
mons in the suit, etc. Similarly several 
cases are collected in the AIR Commen- 
taries on the Civil Procedure Code 1963 
Edn, under Order DC Rule 13. Note 18, 
where in an application to set aside the 
ex parte decree on the ground that the 
summons was not duly served, the Court 
actually examined all the materials and 
circumstances of the case to see whether 
in fact the defendant had been duly 
served. 

18. I may sum up this portion of the 
case by observing that, since it is not pos- 
sible to construe Art. 166 of the Limita- 
tion Act of 1908 as giving thirty days to 
the judgment-debtor from the date of 
the subsequent knowledge of the sale 
and the law will oblige him to file the 
application within thirty days of the date 
of the sale where he has notice, actual 
or constructive, it is necessary that there 
should be strict compliance with the 
provisions of Order V, Rule 19. before the 
decree-holder or the auction-purchaser 
can invite the Court to hold that in law 
there was constructive notice imder 
Order XXI, Rule 66 to the judgment- 
debtor. 

19. The above conclusion of ours about 
the imperative nature of the provisions 
of Order V, Rule 19 in a later application 
by the judgment-debtor to have tlie exe- 
cution sale declared void is supported by 
several decisions cited by Sri_ K. Para- 
saran, though they are not direct deci- 
sions in the sense -of the question having 
been considered in an application to have 
the execution sale declared void. _ We 
shall consider the decisions chronological- 
ly, as far as possible. 

20. Taking first the kladras deciaons, 
Venkobachar v. Raghavendrachar. (1904) 
18 Mad U 96 was a decision rendered. In 
1908. with reference to S. 82. C. P. Code, 
1882 (corresponding to Order V. Rule 19 
of the C.P.C. of 1908) and Art. 169 of the 
Limitation Act, 1877. It was an applica- 
tion for rehearing of an appe.al heard ex 
parte. Art 169. as it then was. prescrib- 
ed a period of thirty days from the date 
of the decree in appeal. The application 
was filed more than tliirtv days Later and 
was dismissed by the District Judge on 
that ground. In the appeal tlie judg- 
ment of the Bcjjpli was tiiis: — 

"The District Judge has di.smi.ssed the ' 
application ns barred by limitation. The 
appellant's case is that ho never had nny 
notice of the appeal The return on the 


notice is that it was tendered to the 
younger brother of the appellant Under 
S. 82 C P. Code it was the duty of the 
Coi^ before proceeding with the appeal 
to declare ttat the notice had been duly 
served. This the Court, as the record 
shows, did not do, and -without such de- 
claration there is no sufficient service. If, 
in fact the appellant had notice of the 
appeal. Art 169 of Sch, n of the Limita- 
tion Act can have no application. We, 
therefore, set aside the order of the Dis- 
trict Judge and remand the case for dis- 
posal on merits.” 

The reasoning of the above decision will 
apply with equal force to an application, 
as we have in the present case, to avoid 
the sale on the ground that the judgment- 
debtor did not have notice at all imder 
Order XXI. Rule 66. Order XXI, R. 66, 
so far as materiaL enacts that, where any 
pro):«rty is ordered to be sold by public 
auction in execution of a decree, the 
Court shall cause a proclamation of the 
intended sale to be drawn up in the lan- 
guage of such Court and that the terms 
of such proclamation shall be settled in 
court alter notice to the decree-holder 
and the judgment-debtor, except in cases 
where notices have already been Issued 
imder Order XXI. Rule 64, and such pro- 
clamation shall state the time and place 
of sale eta In the corresponding Sec- 
tion 287 of the Code of 1882. the words 
"after notice to the decree-holder and the 
judgment-debtor” were not there. The 
addition of these words only emphasises 
the necessity of the notice to the judg- 
ment-debtor which should even otherwise 
be obvious, because before proceeding to 
sell a man’s property the court must give 
notice to him that it is going to sell his 
property on such and such a date. If the 
man does not have such notice, how can 
he be expected to file the application 
under Art 166 within thirty days of the 
sale? 

20-A. The above decision settles two 
points; (1) that want of declaration of due 
servace under S. 82 C.P.C of 1882 meant 
that there was no sufficient service in the 
eye of law: and (2) that, if the respon- 
dent in the original appeal had no notice 
of the appeal and it was hc.ard cx parta 
Art 169 of Sch. n of the Limitation Act 
of 1877 could have no application. This 
reasoning would apply by analogy to both 
the aspects of the application before us 
to have the sale dccLsred vaiiri on the 
ground that the judgment-debtor had no 
notice under Order XXI. Rule C6, Firstly, 
since there was no declaration under 
Order V. Rule 19, that there was due 
service, there was not suffirient Fcmdce In 
the eve of law. so far .os Order V. Rule 19 
is concerned. Sr-condlv, if the judgment- 
debtor had fartinllv no notice. Art lC-5 
of the Limitation Act of 1983 would not 
apply to liim at ell It m-oy be noted that 



A.LB. 


280 Mad. tPrs. 20-23] Parasurama v. Appadural fFB) fVenkatarama J.) 


the wording of column 3 of Art. 169 of 
the Liirdtation Act of 1877 was exactly 
rirnilar to the Wording of Art 166 of the 
limitation Act of 1908, in that the start- 
ing point of limitation was mentioned in 
A^ 169 as the date of the decree In 
appeal It was oidy in Act of 1908 that 
column 3 of Art 169 was amended so as 
to read thus:— 

”1116 date of the decree In appeal or. 
where notice of the appeal was not duly 
served, when the applicant has know- 
ledge of the decree”. 


This wording of the Act of 1908 has been 
kept up in tte new Act of 1963, where 
Ar^ 164 and 169 of the Act of 1908, have 
been clubbed together as Art. 123. In 
other words, subsequent knowledge of the 
date of the decree was not a material 
factor in fi-ring the starting point of limi- 
tation in Art 169 of the limitation Act 
of 1877. and that was why it was held 
that where the respondent in the ori^nal 
appeal had no notice of the atipeal. 
Alt 169 of the Limitation Act of 1877 
did not apply at alL On the same reason- 
ing, we have to hold that Art 166 of the 
Art of 1908, which Is similarly worded, 
would not apply to a case where the 
Judgment-debtor has factually no mior 
notice of the date of the sale. 

2L The next case referred to b Vella- 
yappa Chettl v. Veerappa Chettl, 1 Mad 
LW 1-1914 Mad WN 79-(AIR 1914 Mad 
159 (1)). It was an application under 
CMer DC. Kule 13 to set aside an ex parte 
decree. The entry of the court In the 
suit was, “defendants 1, 2, 5 and 6 absent; 
ex pa^'. The learned Judges were 
prepared to hold that there had been a 
declaration under Order V, Buie 19, that 
the summons had been duly served, but 
held that the learned Subordinate Judge 
was not justified In tnaklng the declara- 
tion. and should have ordered fresh 
notice: this is clear from the reference to 
the previous decirions and the arguments. 
We do xiot think that the dedrioo is of 
any help on the question before us. 


22. Peiingadl Abdul Bahimanhajl v. 
Biramantavida Elaruvenkatath Modin. 
15 Mad LW 77=Am 1922 Mad 417 (1) 
was a dedrion of Bamesam J., in which 
the learned Judge In an application under 
S. 25 of the ■ Provincial Small Cause 
Courts Act,, set aside in revision the ex 
parte decree on the groimd that no order 
bad been passed under Order V, Buie 19 
declaring that the summons had been 
duly served. This consideration will 
apply equally to the application to have 
the execution ^e declared void on the 
groimd that no declaration of due serwce 
had been made imder Order V, Rule 19. 


23. In Sxmdararajuln v. Narayana- 
ewamL AIR 1927 Mad 813-26 Mad LW 
481-103 Ind Cas 825. decided by Srini- 
vasa Alyangar J- the facts were these: 


In the previous execution petition of 1924, 
an order for the arrest of the second 
defendant was passed, but no batta was 
paid and the order was not carried out 
In the later execution petition he sought 
to contend that the prior execution peti- 
tion was haired by limitation. The 
decree-holder set up the plea of construc- 
tive res judicata. The Judgment-debtor 
demurred by •urging that there was no 
declaration of due service imder Order V, 
Rule 19 In the previous execution peti- 
tion. Els contention prevailed with the 
executing Court The revision petition 
filed by the decree-holder was dismissed 
by Srinivasa Aiyangar J. The relevant 
entry in the execution petition of 1924 
may be stated in two parts; 

“Defendants affixed 7tli November 1924 
as defendant 1 gone out driving out his 
wife said”. 

“Absent arrest defendant 2, 25th 

November 1924”. 

The first part was in the bandwriting of 
the derk. The second part was in the 
handwriting of the presiding officer. Sri- 
nivasa Aiyangar J. held that there was 
no declaration by the Court of the suffi- 
ciency of the service of the notice within 
the meaning of Order Y. Rule 19 and that 
consequently the plea of constructive res 
Judicata would not apply. It was urged 
on behalf of the decree-holder that ■ the 
very fact that the Court, after referring 
to the absence of the judgment-debtors 
had proceeded to order execution must be 
regarded as impliedly including a declara- 
tion that the service was sufficient and 
proper. Srinivasa Aiyangar J. repelled 
that submission and observed— 

*1 am not sorry for my being unable 
to accede to the contention espedally 
having regard to the unfortunate practice 
that has grown up at any rate In this 
Presidency of not paying suffident atten- 
tion to the service of processes. When 
the law requires that the court should 
declare the proper service of a notice or 
process, the mere omissfon to make such 
a declaration is not in my opinion a mere 
Irregularity, .Whatever it may be in the 
ordinary cases. I am satisfied that when 
the rule that Is sought to be invoked is 
the rule of constructive res judicata the 
rules relating to proper service of notice 
cannot be too strictly adher^ to.” 

Lower down:— 

"For my part It seems to me that when 
the law requires the comt to make a for- 
mal declaration about the propriety of 
the service, it requires the court to pro- 
nounce upon such propriety In a Judidal 
manner and it is obvious that the suffi- 
dency or otherwise of the sendee requir- 
ed to be dedded on by court should 
not be left merely to the office. I hold 
therefore that sudi a formal declaration 
of the proprieW of service is really neces- 
sary, at any rate, in all In which on 
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the baas of such proper service the rule 
of constructive res judicata is sought to 
be availed of.” . 

The above decision has been approved 
and followed by Walsh and Bardswell JJ. 
in 64 Mad LJ 629= AIR 1933 Mad 466. 
The judgment-debtors pleaded that the 
decree was not executable It was urged 
that they were precluded from_ raising 
eucli a contantioii on the principle of 
constructive res judicata by an order m 
a prior execution petition. But in the 
prior execution petition there was no 
declaration by the Court that the 
mons had been duly served as reqtmed 
by Order V, Rule 19. It was held that 
consequently the omission was fatal and 
that the principle of constructiye res 
judicata could not be invoked agai^ the 
defendants. The decision of S^vasa 
Aiyangar J. and that of the Bench were 
followed by Walsh J.. on the s^e pomt 
of constructive res judicata xn 64 Mad l-J 
637= AIR 1933 Mad 406. Tlie judgment- 
debtor was permitted to raise the plea of 
limitation despite the order on tte prew- 
ous execution petition directing 1^ arrest, 
the reason being that in the prewous ^e- 
cution petition there was no ^clarahon 
of due service under Order v, Rule 19. 

24. Before notidng the other dedaons, 
I may pause here and mention ^mght- 
way that the principle of these deosu^ 
on the que^on of constructive res judi- 
cata will apply equally to ^ apphcatipn 
to have the execution sale_ dedared wid. 
The analogy consists in this; the doctrine 
of constructive res 

would predude the judgment-debtor from 
raiang the pleas otherwise open to ^ 
and. therefore, it was nwessw to Prove 
that he had notice of the prior Proceed- 
ings in which he failed to take the plea 
and it was in that connection it was_ held 
that strict compliance with the pmv^oK 
nf Order V; Rule 19 was necessary. S^- 
larlv here the judgment-debtor is told 
toafhe must apply wito 
the date of the sale under Art l^G^d 
in order that he may be pinned doxro to 
the shorter period, it is necessary 
S^d have had notice; in other wo^ 
there should be due comphance with tho 
provisions of Order V, Rule 19. 

The next dedsion chronologically 
in Siint of time dted by Sri Marm 
is that of Pandrang Row J. m AIR 
Mad 438=42 Mad LW 39. It ^ an ap- 
plication to set aside a sale on the 
S there was no due sendee of toe 
notice under Order lOT Rule 66 b^ 
can've there was no dedaration _ 

Orfer V. Rule 19 that toe service ^ 
Kmre was suffident The Icain^ 
Judge^llowed toe appeal and set aside 
the rale on the ground that 
duo science of the notice under O. 

B, 66. because there was no dedaration 


tmder Order V. Rule 19 that the service 
by affixture was suffident or due sendee. 
The learned Judge observed: — 

"The provisions of Order V. Rule 19 
C.P.C. are imperative and when there is 
no declaration that the service is due 
service, the service cannot be held to 
have been effected at all. and the case is 
one in which there has been no service 
at all of the sale prodamation and the 
judgment-debtors had no opportunity to 
represent what they had to say to the 
Court, before the Court drew up the sale 
proclamation.’’ 

It must be added, however, that no ques- 
tion of the non-applicability of Art. 166 
was (ffscussed probably the application 
was ffied within thirty days tirom the 
date of the sale. 

26. The Bench deddon in 64 Mad LJ 
629= AIR 1933 Mad 466 was followed by 
Pandrang Row and Menon JJ. in AIR 
1937 Mad 84. The facts are rather com- 
plicated, but it is enough to state the 
question was whether a particular order 
dated 8th October, 1928, in E.P. 104 of 
1918 in execution of a decree in O.S. 330 
of 1911 directing attachment would con- 
stitute res judicata so as to predude the 
contention of the judgment-debtor later 
on that another earlier execution petition 
was not maintainable and was time- 
barred. There was no dedaration by the 
Court imder Order V, Rule 19 that there 
was suffident service in E.P. 104 of 1928. 
On that ground it was held that the prin- 
dple of constructive res judicata could 
not be applied in execution proceedings. 
The Court observed: — 

"No doubt that order was passed on 
an application to execute the decree and 
if notice had been seri^ed in person on 
the judgment-debtor and he had failed to 
appear to object to the execution being 
allowed on the ground that toe execution 
is barred by limitation, his failure to do 
so coupled with toe order for attachment 
would constitute a bar in any later pro- 
ceeding. In this particular case, how- 
ever, there was no personal service nor 
was tliere any dedaration by toe Court 
that there was suffident seivdce. This 
Question v.’as considered by a Bench of 
this Court in 64 Mad LJ C29=AIR 1933 
Mad 4GG, and it was hdd therein that 
imless there is dedaration by the Court 
that tlie service m.ade under Order V, 
Rule 17 is suffident as required b>' O. V, 
Rule 19 CP.C. any order passed by the 
Court in the ah.sence of toe judgment- 
debtor will not constitute res judicata.” 

In tliat particular case notice was nffi-xed 
on the ground that it had been rclu.'ed, 
but it was hdd that, whether toe affixture 
was by reason of the absence or by rer-son 
of relusai the dedaration under Order V. 
Rule 19 wo-s necessary. 

27. l''cxt there is a dedsion of Prmd- 
rang Bow J. in 71 Mad LJ 317 = AIR 
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Court. Sivaganga was ordered to be trans- 
mitted to the Sub-Court, Devakottal. 
Before the Sub-Court, Devakottal, the 
iudgment-debtor raised pleas of limita- 
tion and discharge. The decree-holder 
pleaded that the order of transmission 
would operate as res judicata. The con- 
tention was repelled thus — 

’The order of transmission would no 
doubt operate as res judicata If really it 
was passed after due service of notice of 
the petition on the judgment-debtor. 
There was no personal service; the ser- 
vice was bv afrurture. the reason for affix- 
ture being refusal by the judgment-deb- 
tor to acknowledge receipt of the notice. 
In such a case, as required bv Order V, 
Rule 19 C.P.C., the Court shall either 
declare that the summons has been duly 
served or order such service as It thinks 
fit In this particular case there was no 
such declaration. It was held in 64 Mad 
U 629»Am 1933 Mad 466 by a Bench 
of this Court that the omission of the 
Court to make a declaration of the kind 
mentioned in Order V. Rule 19 CP.C. Is 
fatal when it Is sought to apply the con- 
structive principle of res judicata against 
the Judgment-debtor ......... The pleas of 

llmitatloa and discharge have never been 
actually dedded and the judgment-debtor 
Is entitled to have a dedidon upon then^ 
Express decision there has been none, 
and no decision can be implied tn the 
absence of a proper declaration as requir- 
ed by law of the service of notice, ” 

28. I shall stop here for the present 
and turn to the line of authorities on the 
opposite side, where it was held that a 
declaration under Order V. Rule 19. 
though mandatory, could be implied. In 
re Shree Krishna Das, 19 Mad LJ 31 — 
3 Tnd Cas 474 (Miller and Pinhey. -JJ.) 
was a case where the learned Judges dis- 
missed an appeal against the order of the 
City Civil Judge imposing a heavy fine;. 
The fine was imposed imder S. 174 C.P.C.. 
1882 (corresponifing to Order XVI. Rr. 10 
to 13 and 17 of the Code of 1908). The 
judgment was as follows:— 

"The appellant refused service of the 
summons and a copy was duly affixed to 
his door. We do not think that the omis- 
sion of the Judge to record vmder S. 82 
CP.C. an express declaration that the 
process was duly eerved. can invalidate 
his order under S. 174 C.P.C. The order 
on tte sxnnmons. In our opinion, is suffi- 
cient declaration in the drcumstances. 
The City Civil Judge has given sufSdent 
reasons for imposing a heavy fine." 

28-A. The. provisions of S. 174 CLP.C, 
of 1882 were.'as follows:— 

•Tf any person on whom a summons (o 
give evidence or produce a document hm 
been served to comply with the 
Buramons, or if any person so suiamoned 


and attending departs In contravention of 
S. 173. the ^urt may order him to be 
arrested and brought before the Court, 

’’Provided that no such order shall be 
made when the Court has reason to be- 
lieve that the person so failing had e 
lawful excuse for such f^ure. 

When anv person so brought before 
the Court fails to satisfy It that he had a 
lawful excuse for not complving with the 
summons; the Court may sentence him 
to fine not exceeding five hundred 
rupees”. 

29. It may be doubted whether In 
punishing a man for disobedience of a 
summons it is not essential that the sum- 
mons should be declared to have been 
duly served in strict compliance with the 
rule However, without going too far. It 
is enough to distinguish the case bv not- 
ing tte following features; Firstly, 
there were no words, "has been duly 
served” in S. 174. Further there was a 
proviso which enabled the party to satisftr 
the Comi that he did not reallv have 
notice. Presumably for these reasons It 
was held that express declaration was not 
necessary and that it was enough If the 
Court was satisfied that the defendant 
had refused service. Further, for the 
reasons already discussed in full, the 
deeisicin is not directly applicable to the 
question before us. 

30. The cert decision In Point of tiros 
Is that of Sadasiva Iyer and Spencer JJ. 
in Mahomed Mera Rowiher v. Kadir 
Mera Rowther. J9J4 Mad WN 63 - (AIR 
1914 Mad 153). It arose out of an appli- 
cation by the judgment-debtor to set 
aside the Court auction sale on the ground 
that notice had not been duly served 
under S. 248 C.P.C. 1882 (corresponding 
to Order XXI. Rule 22 of the Code of 
1908). The peon had returned the notice 
with the note that It was affixed to the 
outer door of the judgment-debtor owing 
to his evading service. The executing 
Court (District Mimaff) passed orders for 
attachment The learned Judges ob- 
served;— 

niils act of the Court indicates In our 
oi^on a sufficient declaration that the 
service has been duly effected.” 

For the reasons already stated, this view 
reauires reconsideration and it has to be 
held that an express declaration Is neces- 
sary. though the exact form Is immaterial. 

31. The next dedsion'Is that of Bum 
and Stodart JJ. in 1939-2 Mad LJ g26— 
(AIR 1940 Mad 213) which arose out of 
an application under Order IX. Rule 13 
to’ set aside an ex- parte decree. The 
judgment ran thus: — 

"It is of course desirable that all courts 
^ould observe the mandatory providon 
In Order V. Rule 19 CP.C. and ’either 
declare that the summons has been duly 
aerved or order such further service as 
It thinks fif. But we do not' that 
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ihe absence of such, an express declara- 
tion will involve as a necessary conse- 
Quence a finding that a summons has not 
been duly served. In the present case, 
no less than four summonses were taken 
out to the appellant and they were all 
returned with reports that the copies had 
been affixed because the appellant was 
absent in some place or other. After the 
fourth return of the kind, the Court said 
on 24th March 1933, 'defendant 7 afiixed 
on 15th March 1933, said to have gone to 
Tirupattur by the inmates of the house. 
Called absent. Defendant 7 ex parte.’ 
In the circumstances of this case we see 
no difficulty in saying that there is here 
an implied though not an express, decla- 
ration of sufficiency of service on the 
seventh defendant The dedaons in 64 
Mad LJ 629 = AIR 1933 Mad 466 and 64 
MU 637 are not in point Moreover we 
must agree with the learned Sub-Judge 
that the appellant really knew all about 
the suit as it was going on. The mort- 
gagor-defendants were his son-in-law and 
his grandsons and it is not possible to 
believe his statements that he knew noth- 
ing about the suit until after it had been 
decreed" 

32. In Madras the following proviso 
was introduced to Order IX. Rule 13: 

"Provided further that no Court shall 
set aside a decree passed ex parte merely 
on the ground that there has been an irre- 
gularity in the service of summons, if it be 
satisfied that the defendant had notice of 
the date of hearing in sufficient time to 
appear and answer the plaintiffs claim.” 
The decision could be supported under 
the above proviso, but the proviso v/iU 
not in terms apply to an application to 
have an execution sale declared void 


33, The next decision is that of 
Kiishnaswami Aiyangar and Kunhi Ra- 
man, JJ. in 1942-2 Mad U 558= AIR 1943 
Mad 55. The learned Subordinate Judge 
set aside an execution sale on two 
grounds, the first of which was that the 
guardian ad litem of defendants 4 and 5 
bad not been duly served \vith notice of 
the execution petition. The return on 
the notice was not available, but what 
was stated to the High Court was that the 
return on the notice was afiixed 
because the guardian was not to be found 
and vras evading service. Without a speci- 
fic declaration under Order V, Rule 19 
the Court declared these defendants cx 
parte. In appeal again^ the order set- 
ting aside the sale, the learned Judges, 
following 1939-2 Lind LJ 92G»(AIR 1940 
Mad 213). were prepared to imply a de- 
claration. With great respect, tliLs ded- 
sion cannot be considered a.s a safe prt?ce- 
d'ent Apart from the reasons nirc.sdy 
given for the necessity of an express de- 
claration. it may be noted that in that 
particular case even the terms of the 
return of the process .server were not 


before the Court, and it does not appear 
whether that was the only service at- 
tempted and how the executing Court 
was satisfied that the guardian had been 
evading service, particularly when in the 
case of a minor the Court should normally 
be more considerate than in the case of 
an adult. 

34. The next decision is that of Hor- 
wiU, J. in Adhilakshmi Amma v. Srini- 
vasa Gounden, 1944-1 Mad U 36 = AIR 
1944 Mad 193, where the judgment-deb- 
tor sought to raise the plea of limitation 
in a later execution petition, but it was 
urged that, because he had failed to raise 
the plea in the_ e^lier execution petition 
of 1937, the principle of constructive res 
judicata would bar him from raising the 
plea of limitation later. The judgment- 
debtor sought to urge in reply that there 
had been no declaration of due service 
under O. 5, R 19 in the earlier execution 
petition and. therefore, on the principle 
of the prior Bench decision, the doctrine 
of constructive res judicata would not ap- 
ply. Horwill. J. reviewed the case law up 
till then, and concluded — 

"An examination of the various deci- 
sions indicates that one has to consider the 
facts of each case and decide on those 
facts whether the failure to declare a 
judgment-debtor ex parte v/as a mere 
omission and the subsequent procedure 
made it clear that the Judge did consider 
the service sufficient, or whether the facts 
of the case left in some doubt the ques- 
tion whether there was proper service or 
not In the present case, the second defen- 
dant refused service on the frivolous ground 
that his father’s n^e was not correct 
despite the fact that' his father was served 
at the same time and was a party to the 
same proceedings. Under such circums- 
tances. the executing Court would un- 
doubtedly have considered the service 
sufficient When one considers the nature 
of the excuse oETered and the fact that the 
executing Court immediately ordered 
"proclamation and sell”, it becomes dear 
that the executing Court did consider the 
service sufficient If the service was 
Euffident then the second defendant was 
hoimd bv all orders passed wiiich implied- 
ly dedded any question that he might 
have raised with regard to Uie executabi- 
liW of tlie decree." 

35. In my opinion, however, for the 
reasons already stated in full, there must 
be an express declaration by the execut- 
ing Court of due service, though the dec- 
laration need not be in any set form. 

36. Sri V. V. Raghavan referred to the 
decision of Yahya Ah. J. in Arnmaniarrmal 
V Sabanathi Kllni, 1945-1 Med U 422 = 
(AIR 1948 Mad 202) but there is no dis- 
cussion and the decision is not of any 
help. 

37. The next dedrion is that cl 
Erlshnaw-'ami r.'arudti, J. In AtlL's-shs 
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Aiyar v. Fapamznal, 1949-2 Mad U 748 “ 
AIR 1950 Mad 341. holding that the doc- 
trine of constructive res judicata could 
not be applied to shut out the pleas of the 
judgment-debtor, where in the earlier 
execution petition there had not been an 
express declaration of due service. The 
learned Judge followed the Bench ded- 
sion in 64 Mad U 629 •= AIR 1933 Mad 
466 and the other decisions to that effect 
and distingi2isbed the de^on of Horwill. 
J., and the decisions followed by him. 

38. In VenkataramaTTya v. Venkata- 
rautharao, AIR 1962 Andh Pra 156 Krishna 
Rao, J.. followed the decision of Horwill. 
J., and irefused to set aside the s^e on the 
ground that there had been a declaration 
of due service of the notice under O. 21. 
R. 22. The two defendants-judgment- 
debtors were brothers and they were 
served by affixture. The second judgment- 
debtor put in his appearance, but bis 
brother stayed away. The learned Judge 
observed— 

"In these drcum stances, there Is prima 
facie no reason to think that the sendee 
by affixture was reduced to a formal 
ritual and was not sufficient for the first 
judgment-debtor’s obtaining knowledge of 
the execution proceedings.” 

The decision must be confined to the facts 
of that case and cannot be taken as a 
general authority. 

39. Other High Courts have al^ taken 
the same view as ours. In Ch^pat Singh 
V. Mahabir Prasad, AIR 1918 All 331. ^ 
appllc:ation under O. 9 R. 13 to 

an ex parte decree was allowed, because 
in the suit there had been no express dec- 
laration of due service under Order 5. 
Rule 19 and the necesaty thereof was em- 
' pharised. 

40. In Farangu v. Hailldshan, AIR 1929 
Lah 334. the judgment-debtor sought to 
raise tiie plea of lindlation In execution, 
but was met by the plea of constructive 
tea iufficata.. Bbide. J, pointed out that 
in the earUer execution petition of 1924, 
there was no due service and cronsequent- 
ly the principle of constructive res judi- 
cata vrould not apply. The report of the 
process server showed that a copy of the 
notice was offered to the appellant and 
that he refused to receive It and the Court 
considered the service sufficient Bhide, J. 
re-examined the facts and held that there 
was no due service. Be observed— 

•'No copy of the notice was affixed on 
the outer door of the hoiise of the appel- 
lant Nor was any affidavit of the pro- 
cess server taken with respert to the ser- 
vice. The mere fact that the Court con- 
sidered the service to be sufficient cannot 
condude the matter.” 

As against these, there are the foRowfng 
cases. In Harcharan v. Md. Arizullah. 
AIR 1932 Oudh 326. there -was an applica- 
tion under Section 25 of the Provincial 


Small Cause Courts Act against the order 
of the trial Court refusing to set aside the 
ex parte decree. One of the grounds of 
the application was that there was no deo- 
laration of due service imder O. 5, R. 19. 
TTie Bench held: 

"We are of opinion that there is no sub- 
stance in this argument. We think that 
the declaration required by Buie 19 Is 
implicit in the circumstances attending 
the service of the summons on its return 
to the Court whidh had issued it Further, 
the Court seized of the case clearly re- 
corded In its first day’s proceedings of the 
trial of the case, 'defendant suffidently 
served.' ’* 

The last mentioned drcumstance would 
distinguish the case. 

41. In Tahal Singh v. Chalncbal Singh, 
AIR 19M Lah 983 (2), the return of the 
process server showed that Tahal Singh, 
the guardian of the minors judgment- 
debtors. refused to accept the notice sent 
to him under Order 21, Rule 66 and a copy 
thereof was affixed to the outer door of 
his house. The report was supported by 
an affidavit, but there was no formal order 
under Order 5. Rule 19, that Tahal Singh 
had been duly served. It was observed—* 

"The fdlure to pass a formal order 
under Order 5, Rule 19 Is not a material 
irregularity in this case and does not 
vitiate the sale.” 

The decision does not purport' to be' an 
authority for all cases. 

42. Ved and Co. v. Eayeem, AIR 1943 
Bom 340 was aa extraordinary case 
where the defendant, having receTved the 
copy of the summons, ran away with It 
and therefore, the process server had no 
other copy to affix to the house of the 
defendant It vtss In these circumstances 
It was held that he bad been duly served. 

43. Sampatlal v. Ballprasad, 54 Cal WN 
92 ■■ AIR 3950 Assam 6 was a curious 
case where the suit which had been dis- 
missed for default was restored and one 
of the defendants filed a tevUiaa petitioa 
against It on the ground that In respect 
of Some ether defendants there had been 
no express dedaration of due service under 
Order 5, Rule 19, and. therefore, the order 
of the Court below was wholly without 
Jurisdiction. The learned Judges repelled 
this contention pointing out that the other 
defendants had no grievance and that that 
point could not be urged by toe revision 
petitioner. There were only incidental 
observations about the scope of Order 5, 
Buie 19 that it b not mandatory. 

44. Some other dedrions were refer- 
red to. like Manicka Goundan v. Krishna 
Gounder, (1948) 2 Mad XjJ 574 AIR 
1948 Mad 386, Anaithalavan v. Maruda- 
muthu. 1953-1 Mad LJ 302 (AIR 2953 
Mad 528): Ellapca Naicker v. Arumugha 
ServaL 1966-1 Mad IJ 81 «• (AIR 1967 
Mad 5): Goculdas v. Dilaukhram, AIR 3943 
Sind 188; Tripura Modem Ba^ v. Bansen 
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and Co., AIR 1952 Cal 781; Chathurbhai v. 
Clive Mills Co., AIR 1964 Cal 241, over- 
milinf f Ganeshmul v. Kesoram Cotton 
T vnils, AIR 1952 Cal 10. But we need not 
xiiscuss them in detaiL 

45. In the result, I would answer the 
reference thus: Where the judgment- 
debtor files an application to have the 
execution sale declared void and the ap- 
plication is filed beyond thirty days 
from the date of the sale. If the decree- 
holder or the auction purchaser wants 
to defeat the application by urgmg mat 
the application should have been fil^d 
within thirty days of the date of the 
sale under Article 166 of the Limitation 
Act of 1908 (or the corresponding Arti- 
cle 127 of the Act of 1963). for the rea- 
son that the summons had been duly 
served by affixture on the 
debtor as required by Order 5. Rule 19 
it is necessary that there should have been 
strict compliance with the provision 
Order 5. Rule 19 by the executing _Co^ 
when it proceeded to hold the sale m the 
absence of the judgment-debtor In par- 
ticular, where the return of the proce^ 
server under Rule 17 has not already hem 
verified by the affidavit of the serving of- 
ficer the Court shall examme the servmg 
officer on oath or cause him to he so 
ZSd by another ,Court ton^S ^ 
proceedings. It should alM declare ex 
pressly that the summons has beeii dffiy 
served, though the exact form of toat 
declaration may be in 
form, such as. ht is deda^^^ ^ »it Is 
defendant has been duly s^ed or it^ 
Wdared that the serwce is suffiamt or 
simply "defendant duly served or sct- 
Efficient’’ What is important is that 

the endorsement of 

indicate that the presiding ^ 

plied Ms mind and considers that me 
summons has been duly served. 

46. RAMAKRISHNAN. J. I 
advantage of perusing the judgment of 
my learned brother, 

“L has set out the facts as weR ^ the 
several decisions ated at ^ 

length. It is not necessary for me to re- 
capitulate them. 

47. As mentioned by my faa’mra 
brother, we did not allow argummts to 
reopen the finding of Kailasam. J., that 

the nres-’nt case the process server has 
Mt^wUed an affidavit to verHy the r^ 

■£ a result ‘bate >s 

■svith the proviaons oi tl'C ^ 

Order 5. Rule 19. Civil P. C. That 
tvould render the service inialid. No 
Sitbori^ has been cited before us to snow 

tiiat the failure of tlie 
verify the return by an .uudavit, can ce 

condoned. . 

48 Tne learned Judge (Kailasam. 
lAvc hlm-^-’U sot aside the execution 
Sfoi ie tSdinS of fact about the non- 


compliance with the first part of Order 5, 
Rule 19, Civil P. C., but the learned Judge 
apparently was of the opinion that, for 
the sake of giving a complete decision, it 
would be appropriate if he gave a finding 
also in regard to the compliance with the 
second part of Order 5, Rule 19, Civil 
P. C., namely, the making of a declaration 
by the Court that the summons had been 
duly served. Since in the view of the 
learned Judge there is a conflict of autho- 
rity on this point, he has sought to obtain 
the opinion of a Full Bench. That Is how 
the matter has come up before this Full 
Bench. 


49. The notice by registered post sent 
to the judgment-debtor was returned as 
refused, "^en the Court notice was 
thereafter taken for service by the process 
server the judgment-debtor was reported 
to be absent in his house, and the process 
server then served the notice by affixture 
imder Order 5, Rule 17, .Civil P. C. He 
made a return as required under Order 5, 
Rule 18, Civil P. C. on the docket of the 
summons, mentioning the above facts. On 
19-1-1959, when the execution petition 
came for hearing, the Cmui; noted as 
follows: 


"Respondent absent Court notice af- 
fixed. Respondent called, absent Set ex 
parte.” 

The sale was thereafter fixed for 18-3- 
1959 and adjourned to a fiuther date. The 
properties were sold and the sale was 
confirmed on 28-8-1959. The point to note 
is that only one attempt appears to have 
been made to serve the judgment debtor 
through Coiurt On that date the judg- 
ment debtor was reported to have been 
absent from the viUage. The prior 
attempt was by service by registered post. 
As is well loiown the postal peon cannot 
serve "ffie notice by affixture. He can only 
return the registered notice as 'unserved.' 
Therefore, the registered postal notice win 
be valid notice, only if it is actually sen.’^ 
by delivery. In these drcumstances, the 
Court has to ensure personal service by 
Court If it is not possible to efTect per- 
sonal service either due to_ the refusal fay 
the judgment debtor, or his absence from 
bis house for an imreasonably long time, 
which would entail long and vexatious 
proceedings prolongin.g ffio e.xccution, 
rteps should be taltcn to effect semco by 
affixture under Order 5, Rule 1<, Cml 
PC. It is to ensure that this method of 
goT-vicc is not abused and tnat proceedings 
soriously affecting a party , arc not^ con- 
cluded ' behind his bade, that Orcer 5, 
Rule 19. Civil P. C. lays dov.-n the for- 
maUlv of a declaration bd.ng made by 
Court' about duo ee^/ice of the notice W 
the affixture procedure. In present 
case, there is the fact that the C^.. rcr- 
vic« had been tai:cn only once. ^ 

cert tlie doubt which the learned Jusge, 
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Kailasam, J.. felt about the existence of 
an affidavit by the serving officer. These 
drcumstances clearly gave an occasion lor 
the executing Court to apply its mind and 
make a declaration of due service. In the 
above context, one is entitled to look for 
an explicit declaration by the Court, 
•which would show in unmistakable terms 
that the Court had applied its mind to the 
propriety of the service by affixture and 
•was satisfied about the propriety. But 
the endorsement of the Court on the ex- 
ecution petition made on 19-1-1959 ex- 
tracted above, might be equally consistent 
with a mechanical recording of the factum 
of sendee by affixture and then setting 
the defendant ex parte, without a con- 
scious effort being made by the Court to 
consider and approve the circuinstanees 
under which the service by affixture was 
effected. The consequence has been very 
grave to the judgment-debtor in this case. 
Valuable property, more than three acres 
In extent subject only to a Government 
loan of about Rs. 500 had been sold for 
Rs. 11. Further the thirty days bar of 
limitation under Art 164 of the Limita- 
tion Act automatically runs from the date 
of the sale. Therefore, when the affected 
Judgment debtor cornea to Court after the 
lapse of thirty days for setting aside the 
sale, the auction purchaser can non-suit 
him by urging the bar of limitation. These 
drcumstances clearly call for a strict ap- 
plication of the rule requiting the Court 
to make a declaration In ezplidt terms 
about the adequacy of service as required 
tinder Order 5, Rule 19, Civil P. C Such 
expUdt declaration Is absent In thb case. 
It is at this stage that the question arises 
for consideration whether the direction 
about making a declaration of due service 
found In the second part of O. 5. R. 19. 
Civil P. C. requires an express declaration 
or it can be implied from the surrounding 
drcumstances. Since my learned brother 
has dealt with this question at length. I 
•will content myself by giving the matter 
a briefer treatment. 

SO. I •will take up first, for conddeia- 
tlon. the ratio which can be spelt out from 
the decisions which appear to support the 
•view that a declaration could be implied 
from the drcumstancesofthecaseandthat 
an express declaration need not be looked 
for. (1909) 19 Mad LJ 31, is a Bench ded- 
don where the learned Judges have not 
referred to any earlier authority. The 
Judgment is a brief one dealing with a 
prosecution • tmder Section 174 of the old 
Civil P. C of a party who had not appear- 
ed in Court in response to summons. Sec- 
tion 174 of the old Civil P. C, under whldi 
the summonee was prosecuted, gave an 
o pport unity to the summonee to show fn 
his defence that he had no knowledge of 
the summons, and he could escape con- 
viction in that manner. (1909) 19 Mad LJ 


31 is clearly distinguishable on this 
ground. 

SL Mohomed Mera Rowther v. Kadir 
Mera Rowther, 1914 Mad WN 63 « (AIR 
1914 Mad 153) was a case where notice 
had not been sensed on the defendant In 
compliance with Order 21. Rule 22. Civil 
P. C. Following in (1909) 19 Mad LJ 31, 
the learned Judges held that a declaration 
after due service could be implied, or on 
and after a return of the process by the 
serving officer the Court passes orders on 
thft basis that service has been duly made. 
IJe learned Judges of tlje Bench also 
observed that in the circumstances of the 
case, the judgment debtor had ftdl notice. 
In our opinion this decision requires re- 
consideration In the light of the subs^ 
quent Bench decisions in 64 Mad LI 629 
“ (AIR 1933 Mad 466) and AIR 1937 Mad 
84. expressing a different view. 

52- 1939-2 Mad U 926 - (AIR 1940 
Mad 213) a judgment of Bum. J. and 
Slodart, J., was a case where the learnt 
Judges held that in the circumstances of 
that case, the declaration of the suffidency 
of service could be implied ’though ft was 
not expressly made. A reading of the 
judgment shows that tt was a n»5«» of 
setting aside of an ex parte decree pre- 
sumably under Order 9. Rule 13, 

P. C. though the judgment does not sped- 
fi^v refer to Order 9. Rule 13. Ova P, C, 
The learned Judges took into account the 
dscumstances that the appellant really 
Tenew all about the suit as it was going 
cm.” They went on so far as to eay that 
tbe circumstances against him were so 
fi^ng that they had "no compunction” to 
deal with the matter in the way they did. 
They felt not called upon to differ from 
64 Mad LJ 629 = (AIR 1933 Mad 466) as 
tb^ said that that dedsion was not In 
point. Therefore, the above decision was 
a special case where the learned Judges 
had no doubt at all in their Tn<nd« that If 
an explidt declaration Was necessary 
about the adequacy of the service, there 
could be only one answer, and that would 
TO against the appellanL 1942-2 Mad U 
558*"(A1R 1943 Mad 55) a Bench decision 
a* Krishnaswami Aiyangar and Kunhira- 
pmn, JJ., dealt with an execution sale as 
in the present case. The affected parties 
were minors and their guardians were 
fierved by affixture on the report that ^ey 
were not to be found and were evading 
TCrvice. When the return was brought to 
tte notice of the Court, the Court declar- 
ed the minor defendants ex parte, 
sPedfic terms of the order of the Court 
were not before the Court. The Court 
Itself has noted that drcianstanca The 
Court was only supplied with Information 
about the terms of the order. Neverthe- 
less. the learned Judges foll^ed the deci- 
sion in 1039-2 Mad U 026 — (AIR 3940 
Mad 213) and refused to follow the judg- 
ment of Fandrang Row, J, In (1936) 71 
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Mad LJ 317 = (AIR 1936 Mad 812) which 
followed the Bench decision in 64 Mad LJ 
629 = (AIR 1933 Mad 466). The learned 
Judges unfortunately did not refer to the 
special circumstances which were relied 
upon for the view t^en in 1939-2 Mad U 
926 = (AIR 1940 Mad 213). They did 
not also refer to any special circumstances 
in the case before them. On the other 
hand, with respect the drcmnstances as 
stated in the judgment in 1942-2 Mad LJ 
558 = (AIR 1943 Mad 55) would have 
equally justified the taking of a strict 
view of the matter, namely, the necesaty 
for an express declaration, taking into ac- 
coimt firstly the fact that minors were 
involved, and, secondly, the actual terms 
of the executing Court’s order were not 
before the Bench. The learned Judges, 
while refusing to follow 71 Mad LJ 217 = 
(AIR 1936 Mad 812) did not discuss the 
effect of the earlier Bench decisions of this 
Court for a contrary view, viz,, the deci- 
sion in 64 Mad LJ 629 = (AIR 1933 Mad 
466) which was relied on in 71 Mad U 
317 = (AIR 1936 Mad 812). We are of 
the opinion that 1939-2 Mad U 926 and 
1942-2 Mad LJ 558 = (AIR 1943 Mad 55) 
cannot form safe authority for dealing 
with tte question now before us. 

53, Next there is the decision of 
HorwiU, J. in 1944-1 Mad U 36 = (AIR 
1944 Mad 193). The learned Judge has 
carefully considered the effect of the 
aforesaid decisions and expressed his view 
that one has to consider the facts of each 
case and decide on those facts whether 
the failure to declare a judgment-debtor 
ex parte was a mere omission and the sub- 
sequent procedure made it clear that the 
Judge did not consider the service of 
notice sufficient, or whether the facts of 
the case left in some doubt the question 
whether there was a proper service or not 
After making the above observations, the 
learned Judge found that in that parti- 
cular case the affected party had notice of 
the proceedings and that tliere were ample 
reasons to hold that the failure to make 
a declaration was a mere omission and that 
the executing Court would undoubtedly 
have considered the service sufficient in 
tlie circumstances of the case. 

51. My learned brother, Venkatara- 
man, J., has set out in detail several deci- 
sions in favour of making an express dec- 
laration including the Bench decisions In 
64 Mad LJ 629 = (AIR 1933 Mad 4G6): 
air 1937 Mad S'! and of Pandrang Row, J. 
in 64 Mad LJ 637 ■= (AIR 1933 Mad 406). 
In the first of the above cases, the learn- 
cd Judges referred to and dbriinifulshcu 
1914 Mad V7N 63. They observed in 
the case before them there was notJilng 
to show that the Court even looked at one 
of the returns before ordering the peti- 
tion. Tlicy also observed that in the cir- 
cunisfances of the case, if the Court had 
proceeded to pass an order under O. 5. 


very doubtful 

whether it would have accepted these re- 
turns even on their face value as correct. 
They, therefore, held that the service was 
imt valid as the Court had not declared 
the service to be sufficient, as it is im- 
peratively required to do under O. 5, 
R. 19, Civil P. C. and in a case where it 
IS sought to apply the constructive prin- 
ciple of res judicata against the defendant 
AIR 1937 Mad 84 (Bendh) was a similar 
case of the application of the principle of 
constructive res judicata. 64 Mad LJ 637 
= (AIR 1933 Mad 406) was the decision 
of a single Judge, Pakenham Walsh, J. 
That was also a case involving the prin- 
ciple of constructive res judicata, and the 
Court held. foUovvdng several earlier deci- 
sions. including 64 Mad LJ 629 = (AIR 
1933 Mad 466) that a declaration was im- 
perativn 

55. There are some more decisions of 
this Court which have been adequately 
referred to in the judgment of my learn- 
ed brother and where it is held that if the 
principle of constructive res judicata under 
Section 11. Civil P. C. is sought to be ap- 
plied against a party, it is necessary that 
the provisions contained in Order 5, 
Rule -19, Civil P. C. about making a dec- 
laration should be expressly complied 
with. Horvvill, J. in the decision which I 
have referred to in the preceding para- 
graph, has dispensed with the require- 
ment of an express declaration in the dr- 
cumstances of the particular case before 
him. In that case the facts showed that 
in every probability the executing Court, 
if it had considered the drcumstances, 
would have unhesitatingly made a dec- 
laration of due service. Horwill. J. was 
careful to distinguish cases where the 
facts left in some doubt the question whe- 
ther there was a proper service or not 
But the prindple of inferring an implied 
dedaration of due service obviously can- 
not be extended to a case where it Is not 
possible to predicate an inadvertent omis- 
sion on the part of the concerned Court 
and where the drcumstances clearly lead 
to a doubt as to whether the affected party 
had notice of the procceding.s. In such 
drcumstances, a decision about the ad- 
equacy of the service should and ought to 
have been arrived- at by the executing 
Court and a dedaration should h.a%'c been 
explicitly made. In such cases, , the mere 
fact that the Court had set the defendant 
ex parte and proceeded to the next stage 
in the proceedings. like ordering a sale In 
execution proceedings, (or p.assing .an ex 
p.artc decree in a suit) v.'ould not ipso 
facto lead to the inference tfiat the Court 
had made the necessary’ dedaration by 
implication. The failure to make the dec- 
laration could be equally consLclent vrith 
the Court having adopted n mech.anieal 
approach to the matter — r.n appro.ich 
which is not infrequently noticed, on the 
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part of the suhordinate Courts. Srinivasa 
i^angar, J. has referred to Its prevalence 
and strongly deprecated it In AIR 1927 
Jdad 813. There is also no scope la radJ 
cases to draw a presumption about the due 
performance of oSicial acts xmder Illustra- 
tion (e) to S. 114 of the Evidence Act, 
b^use toe very performance of the act 
Itself is left in a state of doubt. 

56. To conclude, the point raised by 
TTnilatiam , J. for toe answer of toe Bench 
Is whether the non-compl^ce of the re- 
quirements of O. 5, it 19. Civil P. C. 
would makp the service of the summons 
Ineffective. Our answer to this question 
Is this: Where there is no affidavit of the 
serving Officer, and where the serrtng 
officer is not subsequently examined by the 
Court, as found by the learned Judge in 
this case, there is non-compliance vnth 
toe fiirt part of Order 5, Rule 19, Civil 
P. C. and toe service Is ineffective, Next, 
the safe rule is to look for an explicit 
declaration of due service as enjoined by 
the second part of O. 5, R. 19, tovil F. C. 
In its absence, particularly In cases where 
valuable zi^ts ot parties are sought to be 
placed in feopardy for example by the ap- 
pUcatloa of toe principle of the law ot 
limitation or ot toe rule ot constructive 
res judicata, and where it Is doubtful it 
toe affected party had notice of the pr^ 
eeedicgs proposed to be taken against him. 
grave preludlce can be caused. The case 
dealt \rith by Horrrill. J. covered an ex- 
ceptiomd situation where the drcums- 
stances left no doubt whatever that toe 
executing Court would have roade the 
necessary declaration about the suffidencgr 
of service, and therefore, toe failure to 
xnake an explicit declaration was treated 
as a mere omisrion which can be over- 
looked. In our view, this decisioQ must 
be conned to toe facts of that particular 
case, and cannot be taken as laying down 
any general rule. ' On the other hand. It 
may very wdl happen that toe drcum- 
stances are by no means conclusive, and 
there can be serious doubt about the suffi- 
ciency of toe service for ^ving notice to 
toe affected party. Therefore, I am In- 
clined to the view that an expUdt deda- 
ration toould be Insisted on. As stated 
by Venkataraman J., no precise form for 
such declaration ne^ be laid down; any 
declaration or statement toe concern- 
ed Court, in toe record, which woffid 
clearly show that it had applied Its nund 
to toe suffidency of service will very well 
do for the purpose. 

57. KAILASA&I, J. : I agree with toe 
reasons and the answer rfven to the re- 
ference In the conduding paragraph of 
the judgment of Venkataraman J. In the 
view that the endorsement of the Court 
Itself should indicate that the predding 
officer has applied his mind and condder- 
ed that the euaunoaa bad bem duly serv-t 


ed. toe dedsion In 1944-1 Mad U 36» 
AIR 1944 Mad 193. has to be found as 
not good law, 

(After the expression of the opmlon 
of the Full Bench aforesaid, tiffs appeal 
coming on for hearipg before Kailasam 
J. on 29-8-1969 toe Court delivered toe 
following Judgment: — ) 

In view of my finding sitting singly 
that toe process server had not verified 
the return by an s^davit, there Is non- 
compliance of toe requirements of ' toe 
first part of Order V, Rule 19 CP.C. and 
on this ground alone the sale has to be 
set aside. In view of toe deddon of the 
Full Bench there is no compliance of toe 
second part also. In the result the appeal 
against appellate order is allowed with 
costa. li^ve refused. 

Appeal allowed. 
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FULL BENCH 

K. VEERASWAML C. J.. NATESAN 
AND SOMASUNDARAM, JJ. 

The Chief Controlling Revenue Autho- 
rity, Madras, Referring Authority v. 
8. M Abdul Jammal and another. Res- 
pondents. 

Refd Case No. 19 of 1965, D/- 3-11- 
1969. 

T. P. Act (1882), S. 108 — Stamp Act 
U899). S. 16 and Sch. Z. Art. 35 (as 
amended in Madras) — Lease — Premi- 
um and rent, difference between — Held, 
on facts, that Art. 35(c) waa not appli- 
cable. 

The distinction between a prendum 
and a rent is that premium is one paid 
tc consideration of the conveyance bn- 

J >lied in the lease and is quantified In 
ump. whether it is paid outright or by 
Instalments over a period or pronffsed 
to be paid at a certain time. But, a rent, 
while it is also In consideration of a lease. 
Is in lieu of the enjoyment which the 
lessee has and particularly as considera- 
tion therefor. The further feature of 
rent Is. it is payable as and when It ac- 
crues unlike a pr emium the liability for 
which arises at the time toe contract Is 
entered into. AIR 1967 Andh Pra DO, 
Ref. (Para 3) 

An agreement of lease contained the 
Itffiowing two clauses; ’’The lessee shall 
effect toe repairs and make additions and 
hnprcFvemen^ at their own cost, at a cost- 
not less than Rs. two lakhs, such im- 
provements and additions shall also In- 
riude construction of a building In the 
vacant plot of land in front of toe main 
buffding induding dectric Installations 
and the lessor shall sign all applications 
which are necessary to be naade to the 
CN/CN/B215/70/BDB/D 
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Corporation for effecting the said repairs, 
improvements and construction.” and 
"The improvements and additions so 
made and effected shall belong to fte 
lessor and form an accretion to the de- 
mised premises.” The question posed 
was if on the terms, the document was 
liable to stamp duty tmder Art. 35(c). _ 
Held, that definition of "lease” m 
Stamp Act (1899), S. 16 was not appli- 
cable to the case. The effect of these two 
clauses was not to stipulate for a premi- 
um, in the sense of a price paid or pro- 
mised in consideration of the execution or 
a contract of lease. The _ provisioi^ ^ 
the two dauses were provisions contract- 
ing out of the normal rights and obliga- 
tions provided in S. 108, T.. P. Act. Far 
from these two clauses providing for 
payment of a premium, they were a con- 
tract contrary to the statutory ^SMs m 
obligations when they arise, ^d, the ^o 
dauses made an adjustment of such r^ 
and obligations, but subject to 
limits. Therefore dause (c) of Art. csd 
of the Stamp Act was not ^pbcable. 

(Paras 3, 4, o) 

Cases Referred: Chronologicd Paras 
(1967) AIR 1967 Andh Pra 90 fV 54) 

= 1966-2 Andh WR 179, Vmay 
Construction and Co. _v. Inspector 
General of Registration 

G. Ramaswami, AddL Go^; 
for referring Authority; C. Chinnaswami, 
for Respondents. _ , 

VEERASWAIvn, C. J.:— Tto is a ^ 
ference imder S. 57 of the Indian P 
Act, 1899, the question bemg: 
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to the lessor and form an accretion to the 
demised premises.” 

The Revenue at the lower stages was of 

opinion that these two dauses resented 
a premium and it should be subjected to 
additional duty. Art. 35 of the Stamp 
Act, as amended in Madras, by dause (a) 
sub-dause (iv) provides tliat where the 
lease purports to be for a period of ten 
years but not exceeding 20 years, the 
same duly as a conveyance for a consi- 
deration equal to twice the amount or 
value of the average annual rent reserv- 
ed should be paid. By dause (c) it is 
provided that -where the lease is granted 
for a fine or premium, or for money ad- 
vanced in addition to rent reserved, the 
document -will be chargeable ivith duty 
as a conveyance for a consideration equal 
to the amount or value_ of su^ fine or 
premiuin* This will b6 in addition to ths 
duty which would be payable under 
Art. 35(a)(iv). In view of the Revenue 
below the stage of the Board of Revenue 
the document attracted charge under 
both the dauses. That is how the refer- 
ence has been made before us. 

2. The contention for the Revenue k 
that the two dauses we have extr^ted 
pro-vided for an obligabon on the part of 
file lessees and correspondmgly a nght 
in the lessor to have repairs, ac^bons 
and improvements made at a cort not 
less than Rs. two lakhs and that this sti- 
pulation amounted to a prem^ It 
seems to us that the ansv-er to the refer- 
ence really turns on the true eff^t of ^e 
Ivvo dauses as to lyhether they ^pdated 
_? nf the CTTa.nt-' 


ft.ct, 1899, the question bemg. premium in consideration of the grant- 

"Whether the cost o^^e^rep^s, add _^pre^^ constituted but con- 

tions and improveiMnls m , , - jj tractual stipulations contrary to toe nor- 
on the premises by the lessees wodd faU tracium . m ^ .a 


on the premises by me "^vanced 

’within premium or for money a 
in addition to rent recei-yed. 

One Abdd Jameel, toe first .jsspoadenh 
who is the owner of No 22 

Errabalu Chetty St., G. l^adi^, ento 
ed into an agreement of , major 

second respondent m_ respect of 
portion of toe PraMses on j 22- 
rent of Es. 5000. The lea^ for 

6-19G4 and wus, in to 

a period of 20 yeare wnth an years 

renew it for a further period of 7 ><3am^ 
Clauses 7 and 8. which in effect gi 

ThTlesJee toall effect the re- 

paiS‘aid Si additions 

ments at their own cost, at 

than Rs. two lakhs, such i^upimemcm 

and additions^ shall _alEom_dude^co^^^^ 


shdl sign all rnmor.ition 

noccssan' to be made r/^x-epairs, 

of Madras for effecting said rcp-ir 

improvement^md cons non. 

Clause 8. The yupmvemenU 
tions so made and effected 

1970 Mad./19 VII G — ^31 


Sd righto ^a^d obligations 

l?to’e^iairiefof’'pmperty Act. esp^ 
dally in relation to effecting of rep.-ure 
and improvements or addifaons bein„ 
put up. 

3 There is a definition of a lease m 
toe Stomp Act, which, however docs not 
' in the present instance. S. lOo 

of toe Transfer of Property Act dcfincs^a 


S^lfnrSS® or toOliS, o..d 

“ISTSco poid or promised, or 
money, a sno-re .. . read 

v.ho accepts the tomrhm on 

The Price^puo ■ ’ 

rt of crop— I 


of 

nny 

•red 

lo 
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that premium Is one paid in considera- 
tion of the conveyance implied in the 
lease and is quantised in lump, whether 
it is paid outright or by instalments over 
a Period or promised to be paid at a cer- 
tain time. But, a rent, while It Is also 
in consideration of a lease, is in lieu of 
the enjoyment whic^ the l^ee has and 
particularly as consideration therefor. 
The further feature of rent is. it is pay- 
able as and when it accrues unlike a pre- 
mium the liability for which arises at the 
time the contract Is entered into. This 
Court in a few cases, which V. C. and Co. 
V. I. G. of Registration, AIR 1967 Andh 
Pra 90 followed, has held that the price 
paid or promised should be In terms of 
money is contradistinction with a share of 
crops, service or any other thing of value 
to be rendered. But, for purposes of 
answering the question under reference, 
we do not thfak it necessary to decide 
that questioiL 

4. As we mentioned earlier, the duty 
chargeable in this case will entirely de- 
pend on the construction we place on the 
two clauses above extracted. As we read 
these clauses along with the rest of the 
terms of the document, we are Indined 
to think that their effect is not to stipu- 
late for a premium, that is to say. in the 
sense of a price paid or promised In con- 
sideration of the execution of the con- 
tract of lease. In our view they appear 
to be provisions contracting out of the 
normal rights and obl^ations provided In 
S. 108. Under clause (f) of that section, 
the obligation to effect repairs is on the 
lessor. If the repairs which he is bormd 
to m^e to the property have not been 
made witMn a reasonable time after 
notice by the lessee, the latter has been 
given the liberty to effect the repairs and 
deduct the expenses from the rent. 
Under clause (h) the lessee has. even 
alter the temunation of the lease, a right 
to remove at any time whilst he is in 
possession of the property leased, but not 
afterwards, all things which he had at- 
tached to the earth, subject of course, to 
the condition that be left the property 
in the same state in which he received it 
The obligation of the lessee to restore 
the preinises in as good a condition as It 
was at the time when he Was put In pos- 
session has also been reiterated in clause 
(ml of S. 103. The two clauses we have 
referred to in the lease deed undoubtedly 
provide to the contrary, but, subject to 
- limits. 

In the nature of things therefore, 
the imperative 'shall' is called for 
in the terms, that is to say, notrrithstand- 
ing the law as indicated in the Transfer 
of Propej^ Act that the lessor should 
effect the repairs. In the Instant case the 
lessee should effect them, but subject to 
the limit in value mentioned in the deed. 


likewise, whereas the lessee at the time 
of the determination of the lease is en- 
titled to remove such additions or im- 
provements he has effected to the binld- 
iag. under the two clauses in the deed, 
the lessor is entitled to appropriate, but 
the limit on that matter in favour of the 
lessee is Rs. two lakhs. That is the rea- 
son why the two clauses speak of the 
obligation of the lessee that he "shall'* 
effect the repairs an d additions and Im- 
provements but at a cost not less than 
Rs. two lakhs. In our view, far from 
these two clauses providing for payment 
of a premium, they, in the sense we have 
mentioned, enter into a contract contrary 
to the statutory rights and obligations 
we have mentioned if and when they 
arise, and, the two clauses make an ad- 
justment of such rights and obligations, 
but subject to certain limits. 

5, On that view it will follow that 
dause (c) of Art. 35 of the Stamp Act is 
not applicabla We answer the question 
against the Revenue with costs. Coxm- 
sel’s fee Rs. 250. 

Reference answered. 


AUt 2970 MADRAS S90 (V ST C 79) 
FULL BENCH 

K. VEERASWAMI, C J.. NATESAN AND 
SOMASUNDARAM, JJ. 

The Chief Controlling Revenue Autho- 
rity. Board of Revenue, Madras, Petitioner 
V. H. B. Devaraj, Coonoor. Respondent 
Befd. Case No. 3 of 1966, D/-3-.11-196S. 
Stamp Duty — Stamp Act (1899), ScB. I, 
Art. 45. Proviso (Madras) — Partition 
deed of "assessed lands” — Assessment of 
stamp duty — Standing crops on sneb 
land should oof be separately valued 
Expression "land” carries with it all the 
fixtures thereto like trees, plants, crops 
and tbe like. (Para 3) 

AddL Govt Pleader and K. Kumara- 
swami Pillai, Asst Govt. Pleader, lor 
Petitioner; N. 'Simyanarayana for A. K. 
Sreeraman and A. S. Kai 1 a<«»m , for Res- 
pondent 

VEERASWAMI, C. J. : — The question 
referred to us under Section 57 of the 
Indian Stamp Act 1899. is: — 

"Whether Art. 45 of Sch. 1 to the Indian 
Stamp Act, 1893 requires that standing 
crops should be separately valued in as- 
sessing the instrument of partition of as- 
sessed lands for stamp du^.” 

The facts are extremely simple. The res- 
{»ndent and his father effected a parti- 
tion of their landed properties on J4th 
August 1963. The document was stamped 
with Rs. 13-50. At the time of its re- 
gistration objection was taken to the pro- 
per stamp duty. The executants of the 
ai/CN/B212/70/BDB/M 
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document were required to assess also 
the value of the standing tea crops on the 
land and additional duty to be paid 
thereon, 

2. There is no dispute that duty char- 
geable in case_ of a partition instrument 
under Art. 45 is the same duty as a bond 
and the amoxmt of duty is quantified with 
reference to the amount of the value of 
the separated share or shares of the pro- 
perty. There is a proviso to this Article 
which provides the mode of quantifying 
the duty if the property divided is land 
held on Revenue settlement for a period 
not exceeding thirty days and paying the 
full assessment. In that case the charge 
will be calculated on the value calculated 
at not more than twenty five times the 
aimual Revenue charged on the land. 

3. The question referred to us itself 
regards the property, the subject-matter 
of partition, as "assessed lands.” The 
simple question, therefore, is whether the 
land in the context of partition and of 
Art. 45, includes standing crops. We 
have not the slightest doubt that it does. 
The expression 'land' carries ynth it all 
the fixtures thereto like trees, plants, crops 
and the like. We are not on the question 
whether the property is to be regarded as 
tea estate to be valued as such. We 
answer the question against the Revenue 
with costs. Coimsd.’s fee Rs. 250. 

Reference answered. 


'Am 1970 hlADRAS 291 (V 57 C 80) 
GANESAN, J. 

Doraipandi Konar, Petitioner v. P. Sun- 
dara Pathar, Respondent. 

Civil Revn. Pete. No. 2416 of 1967. D/- 
8-4-1969. from decree of Sub-J., Madmrai, 
in A, S. No. 221 of 1967. 

(A) T. P. Act (1882), S. 108 (£) and 
(m) — Repairs — Duty of landlord and 
tenant. 

S. 108 imposes an obligation only on 
the tenant to carry out certain repairs 
and casts an obligation on the landlord to 
carry out only such repairs "which he is 
bound to make to the property”. The 
words "any repairs whicli he is bound to 
malce to the property” found in S. 108ff) 
mean only those repairs which the land- 
lord is bound by an express contract to 
make. (P^^ra 11) 

S. 108 (m) contemplates two implied 
covenants on the part of the tenant: (1) 
to keep the property in repair i.c.. to 
maintain the property in the -same conoi- 
tion at all times during the whole terra 
of the lease and (2) to restore in repair 
i e . to restore the premises in as good a 
CT.ndition as he found the property. This 
obligation does n ot co ver cases of damage 

' 3iyLM/E793/6 D/RSK/iv* 
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ca^ed by friction of the air, exposure 
^d ordinary use and also cases of 
damage due to an extraordinary caus® 
such as storm, flood or accidental fire. 
Readmg S. 108 (f) and (m) together the 
positioii is clear that the lessor is under 
no hability to repair in the absence of an 
express covenant making him flubie. 

(Para 12) 

Thus In cases governed by S. 108 
neither the tenant nor the landlord is 
bound to carry out repairs caused by 
reasonable wear and tear or even by 
irre^ible force and that the tenant is 
liable to rectify only those defects which 
have been caused by any act or default 
on his part or on the part of his servants 
or agents. (Para 13) 

(B) Houses and Rents — Madras Build- 
ings (Lease and Kent Control) Act (18 of 
1960), S. 22 and S. 2(7) — Repairs — 
Rights and liabilities of tenant and land- 
lord — Act is complete Code on subject 
of repairs — Not open to parties to fall 
back upon terms of tenancy agreement or 
upon provTsions of T. P. Act. 1955-1 
hlad LJ 62 (SN) Criticised. 

The Madras Buildings (Lease and Rent 
Control) Act, 1960, is a complete Code on 
the rights and liabilities of the landlord 
and tenant in respect of repairs to the 
building and it is not permissible for a 
landlord or a tenant in cases governed by 
the Act to fall back upon the provisions 
of S. 108 of the T. P. Act or the contract 
of tenancy for determining their rights 
and liabilities in respect of repairs to the 
building. The provisions of the Act are 
carefully designed and worded so as to 
cover all the important aspects of the 
problems relating to repairs to the build- 
ing; and it is difficult to say that Uie Act 
had left out any aspect relating to xc- 
pairs tmtouched, leaving the parties to 
have their rights settled under the T. P. 
Act or the contract of tenancy in respect 
of "repairs”. It names the landlord as 
the person who has to carry out the re- 
pairs and comprehensively sets out the 
nature of the repairs he is bound to cany 
out to the building, the circumstances 
xmder which the tenant can get the re- 
pairs done and the extent of compens-a- 
tion which he will be entitled to if he 
carries them out with his owna funds. It 
also sets out the limit of the landlord's 
obligation to eilcct repairs and excludes 
additions, improvements, and alUratsons 
from that category’. (Para 15) 

The Act dearly sets out the rights and 
liabilities of the tenant and the landlord 
in respect of rep.airs; and therefore the 
rights and duties of the parties reJntin.g 
to repairs must be cscertelncd cnlv bv 
reference to S, 22 read with S. 2ITj of 
the Act and that it i.s not open to the 
parties to fall back Ui>on the terms of the 
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tenancy agreement or upon the prtm- 
sions of the T. P. Act for that purpose. 
1951-2 Mad LJ 53 (SN) & (1924^ 93 UKB 
1080=131 LT 757. ReL on. 1955-1 Mad LJ 
62 (SN) Criticised. (Para 23) 

(C) Houses and Rents — Madras Build- 
ings (Lease and Rent Control) Act (18 of 
1960), S. 2 (7) — Repairs — Meaning of 
— Repair involves element of renewal 
hut renewal of whole and substantially 
whole cannot he termed repair. (Wor«l3 
and Phrases — Repair — Meaning of). 

The basic idea underlying the concept 
of repairs is restoration of a building to 
its original condition. This implies that 
the old structure is retained and is re- 
novated from the damaged condition to 
its original sound state. Repair always 
involves an element of renewal, but re- 
newal of the whole and substantially the 
whole cannot be termed repair proper. 
Where the bmldlng is completely demo- 
lished and a new structure put instead, it 
would normally be reconstruction, not 
repairs, proper. Ri exceptional cases 
however, repair may imply a complete 
renewal and substitutioa An addition 
material alteration or anything which 
substantially improves a thing in value 
from the original condition except in so 
far as it is necessary to cany out such 
restoration cannot be said to be merely 
rewdr of that thing; It will be bringing 
Into existence an altered thing, an im- 
proved thing, a new thing for all Intents 
and purposes. 1911-1 KB 90S, Rel 

(Para 30) 

On facts held what the tenant had done 
to the building amounted to a reconstruc- 
tion and not mere repair as contemplated 
by the Act. The original building in 
question cocasted of only the roof, walls 
and the floor and as a result of the 
tenant’s action the entire roof had been 
replaced, all the walls had been put up 
and the flooring had been com- 
pletely done up anew. The whole build- 
ing had be^ substantially renovated and 
it would be idle to contend that only a 
rep^ of ^e building had been done. 
Even if the work done is taken piece by 
piece, the renewal of the thatch alone 
may amount to repair; and it would be 
impossible to say that the conversion of 
the mud walls into • brick-walls and the 
mud floor into cement floor woifld be 
mere repair. It constituted a material 
alteration and an Improvement in that 
the nature and composition of the flooring 
and the walls had undergone a complete 
change and the value had considerably 
enhanced. ■ (Para 31) 

(D) Houses and Rents — Madras Build- 
ings (Lease and Bent Control) Act (18 of 
1960),-S. 22 — Repairs by tenant — 
vious permission of Controller not obtain- 
ed Tenant is not entitled to any com- 
pensation. (Para 32) 


(t) T. P. Act (1882), S. 108 — Rights of 
fenent ~ Tenant has no right to eflect 
Tccpxistrnction of or improvements to 
building and claim compensation. 

(Para 33) 


(P) Contract Act (1872), S. 70 — Law- 
fully and non-gratuitously — Tenant 
effecting repairs amounting to renovation 
of building against wish of landlord — 
Previous permission of Rent Controller 
not obtained — S. 70 cannot be in- 
voltad — (Houses and Rents — jladraS 
Buildings (Lease and Rent Control) Act 
(18 of 19C0), S. 22). 


Ry the use of the word "lawrfuUy” In 
S. 70. the legislature had in contempla- 
te^ cases in which a person held such a 
roletion to another as either directly to 
create or by implication reasonably to 
justify the inference that, by some act 
for another person, the person doing 
the act was entitled to look for compen- 
^Hon to the person for whom it was 
dor,e. (1989) 11 All 234 &: AIR 1916 Cal 
497, ReL on. 


In the second place, the section Is nof 
attracted in cases of servires rendered by 
the claimant at the request of or against 
the will of the other party sought to be 
charged with. In order to merit com- 
perisation. the services rendered must 
have been acqtiiesced in by the other 
party. The provisions of this section 
cannot justify the offldous obligations In 
respect of services which the person 
sought to be charged with did not wish 
to have rendered. 

Ileld since the tenanDia^d effected re- 
P^rs amounting to renovation of building 
J'^thout previous permisslm of Rent Con- 
wUer as required under S. 22 of Madras 
Buddings (Lease and Rent Control) Act 
fofi also disregarding objection of land- 
loryi, tenant could not invoke provisions 
of S, 70 of Contract Act. 

(Para 34) 
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S. Kothandarama Nayauar, for Peti- 
tioner; V. Balasubramaniam, K. Kimchi- 
thapadham and N. Balasubra maniam, for 
Respondent. 

JUDGMENT: — The landlord Is the re- 
vision petitioner herein and he is ag/’iiev- 
ed that the Subordinate Judge of Madurai 
had by his judgment in A. S. 221 of 1967 
reversed the judgment of the District 
Mimsif of Melur in O. S. 222 of 1966 and 
decreed the suit for a sum of Rs. 835-30 
proved to have been spent by the respon-r 
dent tenant. 

2. The respondent is running a tea 
shop in the eastern and northern portion 
of a building at a monthly rent of Rs. 40. 
The flooring of the respondent’s portion 
was made of mud and the walls also 
similarly were made of mud, and the pre- 
mises have a common thatched roof %vith 
the other two portions of the building. As 
the petitioner landlord refused to renovate 
the roof which was leaking in the rains 
and to repair the mud floor and to put 
walls in the place of the mud walls wliich 
had fallen in spite of his requests and a 
notice, the respondent renewed the entire 
thatched roof which was common to his 
premises as v/ell as the other portions of 
the building, demolished the old mud 
walls and put up brick walls instead on 
three sides and laid a new cement floor 
instead of the old mud floor. The peti- 
tioner unsuccessfully obstructed the res- 
pondent from carrying out the said opera- 
tions while they were going on and later 
refused to meet the charges amounting to 
Rs. 835-30 proved to have been spent by 
the respondent. 

3. The learned District Munsif is of 
opinion that the respondent was entitled 
if at all, only to replace the old mud walls 
with new mud walls and to repair the mud 
floor and had no right to replace the mud 
walls TOth a brick v.-all and the mud floor 
v,ith a cement floor but upheld the res- 
pondent’s act in renovating the entire that- 
ched roof and he held that the respondent 
would be entitled to recover, if at all only 
a sum of Rs. 532-87. But he found, that, 
as the respondent had not applied to the 
Rent Controller for permission to replace 
the roof, walls and mud floor under S. 22 
of the Madras Buildings (Lease and Rent 
Control) Act, 1960. he is not entitled to 
recover any amount and accordtngl 5 '_ dis- 
missed the entire suit He_ is of opinion 
that the prow-sions of Section 105 (H of 
the Transfer of Properly Act which relate 
to the ri.ghts of a lc-s?ec in case of repmis 
not done by the lessor witloin a rea-'onable 


tirne of notice cannot be invoked, after 
Sei^on 22 had been enacted in the Madras 

Sof^960 Control) Act 

The learned Subordinate Judge, 
Madurai, however, is of opinion that Sec- 
hon_ 22 of the Act is not a complete code 
fay itself, defining the rights and liabi- 
lities of the lessors and lessees, that Sec- 
tion 108 of the Transfer of Properly Act 
continues to apply to cases lilce the pre- 
sent one, that what the respondent had 
effected were only repairs and not a re- 
construction of the building and that, as 
the petitioner landlord has refused to 
carry out the repairs, the respondent was 
entitled to recover the entire amount 
claimed by him. Hence the revision. It 
may be observed that he, however, re- 
pelled the contention that Section 70 of 
the Indian Contract Act was applicable to 
this case. 

5. _ The first question which arises for 
consideration is v/hether the respondent is 
entitled to base his claim upon the pro- 
visions of Section 108 (f) of the Transfer 
of Property Act, ignoring the provisions 
of Section 22 of the Madras Buildings 
(Lease and Rent Control) Act. In order to 
appredate the contention of the learned 
counsel, it is desirable to set out the re- 
levant provisions of these two Acts. 

C. Section 2 (7) of the Bent Control 
Act defines repairs as 

"the restoration of a building to a sound 
or good state after decay or injury, hut 
does not include additions, improi-ements, 
or alterations except in so far as they are 
necessary to carry out such restoration.” 

7. The prorisions of Section 14 (1) In 
Eo far as they deal v,ith repairs read thus: 

"Notwithstanding anything contained in 
this Act, but subject to the provisions of 
Sections 12 and 13, on an application made 
by a landlord, the controller shall, if he 
Is satisfied — 

(a) that the building is bona fide re- 
quired by the landlord for carry- 
ing out repairs which cannot be 
carried out without the building 
being vacated, pass an order direct- 
ing the tenant to deliver possession 
of tlie building to the landlord he- 
forc a specified date,” 

8. Section 22 in so far as It relate." to 
ordinary buildings rcad.s thu.s: — 

"If a landlord fails to make ncccrsary 
repairs to the building within a re.nFon- 
ahle time after notice is given by the ten- 
ant in the case of any other buildi.ng. the 
controller may direct on an application 
by the tenant that such reprurr, mnv be 
made by the tenant and tluit tlic cost 
thereof may be deducted by the tonant 
from the rent payabke for l.h’e bui.'nin;:; 

Provided that the cost of rcnniis. and 
the deduction thereof wru'ch the Controller 
may authorise shrill not exceed i.n an*,' 
one year one-twelfth of the rent payable 
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fn respect of the building for that year.” 

9. Section 108 of the Transfer of Pro- 
perty Act states thus:— 

"In the absence of a contract or local 
usage to the contrary, the lessor 
lessee of immoveable property, as against 
the one another, respectively, possess the 
rights and are subject to the liabilities 
mentioned in the rules next following, or 
Budi of them as are applicable to the pro- 
perty leased: — 

(B) Rights and liabilities of the lessee: 
(£) if the lessor neglects to make within a 
reasonable time after notice, any repairs 
which he is bound to make to the pro- 
perty. the lessee may make the same him- 
self, and deduct the expenses of such re- 
pairs with interest from the rent, or other- 
wise recover it from the lessor; (ml the 
lessee is bound to keep and on the ter- 
mination of the lease, to restore, the pro- 
perty in as good condition as it was In at 
the time when he was put in possession, 
subject only to the changes, caused ^ re- 
asonable wear and tear or irresistible 
force, and to allow the lessor and his 
agents, at all reasonable times during the 
term, to enter upon the property and in- 
spect the condition thereof and give or 
leave notice of any defect in such condi- 
tion; and, when such defect has been caus- 
ed by any act or default on the part of 
tbe lessee, his servants or agents, he Is 
bound to make it good within three months 
alter such notice has been given or left” 
10. The provisioas of Section 22 of Act 
18 of 1960 dearly imply that there is a 
duty on the part of tbe landlord to n^e 
necessary repairs to the building within a 
reasonable time after notice by the ten- 
ant and Section 2 (7) of Act 18 of 1960 
while setting out the meaning of the term 
’repairs' dearly excludes from the defini- 
tion additions, improvements or altera- 
tions except in so far as they are necessary 
to Cany out such restoration. I may add 
that the proviaons of Section 103 (f) of 
the Transfer of Property Act refer to only 
cases of repairs to be done by a landlord 
and, by implication, exdude additions, im- 
provements or alterations from his obli- 
gation in the same manner as bad been 
done by Act 18 of 1960. 

IL There is however, one dgnificant 
difference between these two facts and it 
is this. While the landlord under Act 18 
of 1960 has. an obligation to make neces- 
sary repairs to the property. Section 108 
of the Transfer of Property Act imposes 
an obligation only on the tenant to cany 
out certain repairs and casts an obliga- 
tion on the landlord to cany out only 
such repairs "which he is bound to make 
to the property.” The words "any repaiis 
whidi he is bound to make to the pro- 
perty” found in Section 108 (f) of the 
Transfer of Property Act have been Inter- 
preted by the Courts to mean only those 


repairs which the landlord is bound by an 
express contract to make. 

12. Section 108 (m) of the Transfer of 
Property Act contemplates two implied 
covenants on the part of the tenant: (1) to 
keep the property in repair ie.. to main- 
tain the property in the same condition at 
all times during the whole term of the 
lease and (2) to restore in repair ie., to 
restore the premises in as good a condi- 
tion as he foimd the property. This obli- 
gation does not cover cases of damage 
caused by friction of the air, exposure and 
ordinary use and also cases of damage due 
to an extraordinary cause, such as storm, 
flood or accidental fire, Reading S. 108 (f) 
and (m) together the position is dear that 
the lessor is under no liability to repair 
in the absence of an express cove nan t 
making him liable. 

13. It thus appears that, in cases gov- 
erned by Section 108 of the Transfer of 
Property Act. neither the tenant nor the 
landlord is bound to carry out repairs 
caused by reasonable wear and tear or 
even by irresistible force and that the ten- 
ant is liable to rectify o^y those defects 
which have been caused by any act or 
default on bis part or on the paiH of bis 
servants or agents. Under the Act 18 of 
1960 it appears however, that repairs 
which are oecessitatod by reasonable wear 
and tear or irresistible force have to be 
carried out by the landlord. 

14. The second dlffereDce lies in this. 
'While under the Transfer of Property Act, 
in the case of repairs which the landlord 
was bound to make under express 
covenant, the lessee may m^e the same 
himself after notice to the landlord and 
deduct all the expenses he had incurred 
in respect of such repairs with interest 
from the rent or otherwise recover it from 
the lessor under Act 18 of 1960, the ten- 
ant cannot make the repairs ^ himsplf 
and <annot deduct all the expenses of such 
Tcoairs with interest from the rent, or 
otherwise recover it from the lessor. In 
such cases, he is bound to apply to the 
Rent Controller for directions and when 
tbe landlord refuses to make such repairs 
after request and can Tnak p the repairs 
only on permission by the Rent Controller 
and the cost of the repairs which can be 
deducted by the tenant the rent can- 
not exceed one month’s rent. 

15. On a comnarison of the proviaons 
of the Transfer of Property Act and Act 
18 of 1960. I have no doubt in my mind 
that the Madras Legislature had intended 
the Madras Buildings (Lease and Rent 
Control) Act, 18 of 1960 to be a complete 
Code on the rights and liabilities of the 
landlord and tenant in respect of repairs 
to the building and that it is not peimis- 
rible for a landlord or a tenant in cases 
governed by Act 18 of 1960 to fall back 
upon the provisions of Section 103 of the 
Transfer of F^perty Act or the contract 



1970 


Doraipandi Konar v. Sundara Pathar fGanesan J.) [Prs. 15-19] Mad. 295 


of tenancy for deter mining their rights 
and liabilities in respect of repairs to the 
building. The provisions of Act 18 of 1960 
appear to be carefully designed and worded 
so as to cover all the important aspects of 
the problems relating to repairs to the 
building; and it is difficult to say that the 
Act 18 of 1960 had left out any aspect 
relatog to repairs tmtouched, leaving the 
parties to have their rights settled imder 
the Transfer of Property Act or the con- 
tract of tenancy in respect of "repairs.” It 
names the landlord as the person who has 
to carry out the repairs and comprehen- 
sivffiy sets out the nature of the repairs 
he is boimd to carry out to the building, 
the circumstances xmder which the tenant 
can get the repairs done and the extent 
of compensation which he will be entitled 
to if he carries them out with his own 
funds. It also sets ■ out the limit of the 
landlord’s obligation to effect repairs and 
excludes additions, improvements, and 
alterations from that category. 


16. The learned Subordinate Judge has 
relied on the decision of Mack, J. in Hama- 
krishna Mudaliar v. Munafi Sahib 1955-1 
Mad LJ 62 short notes; and I have seen 
the original order itself. That was a case 
under the Madras Buildings (Lease and 
Kent Control! Act 25 of 1949 and the deci- 
sion is to the effect that Section 11 (2) 
of that Act appears to have been enacted 
in order to give some protection to ten- 
ants in occupation of houses without the 
safeguard of a lease agreement with a 
specific covenant to repair, to obtain relief 
from the landlords who negligently refuse 
to do any repairs and sometimes use this 
as a weapon for the purpose of vacating 
tenants by making them so uncomfortable - 
that they vacate the premises and that a 
tenant who has a lease agreement %vith a 
specific covenant to repair is not fettered 
or restricted by Section 11 (2) of Act 25 
of 1949 and can enforce his covenant to 
repair under the ordinary law through 
ordinary Courts. Mack. J. has pointed out 
that in Muhammad Unny v. Unniri, ILR 
(1950) Mad 152 = (AIR 1949 Mad 765) a 
Bench of this Court had held that ••he 
jurisdiction of a Civil Court to entertam 
a suit by a landlord for e\iction of a ten- 
ant and to pass a decree tlierein b not 
expressly or impliedly taken away by the 
pro\'isions of Act 23 of 1949. 

17. If Mack. J. had intended to lay 
dovm as an absolute rule that the terms 
of a tenancy agreement will override the 
specific provisions of this Act in all wscs 
even on matters specifically dealt v(ith by 
them. I must say that I respectfully oi^ 
firrr^n* jti any ca.Se. X am clear that the 
decision cannot apply to Act 18 of 1960. 

I nni w-iHing to concede that, where the 
ROTt Control Act has not made, any pre^ 
virions in respect of certain r^ghus n^ 
liabilities of the tenant ana t.ne landlord 

matters, and had left them open 


and untouched, it would be open to them 
to fall back upon their express covenants 
for enforcement of such rights and liabili- 
ties, or on the provisions of the Transfer 
of Property Act for that purpose, in case 
there are no such agreements of tenancy; 
but I, am dear that the express covenants 
contained in the agreements of tenancy 
cannot prevail in respect of rights and 
liabilities for which specific provision h^ 
been made in the Act and which have 
been dearly defined there. In such cases 
it is plain that the Legislature had dearly 
intended that the provisions of the Act in 
respect of the said rights and liabilities 
shall bind the tenant and the landlord and 
shall prevail Admittedly there is no 
general sa\dng dause in the Rent Control 
Act of 1960 to the effect that the provi- 
sions of the Act are subject to the con- 
tracts of tenancy, on the other hand, the 
legislature has, wherever it thought fit 
that the rights and obligations found 
in the tenancy agreement should be 
preserved, said so in plain terms and pre- 
served such rights and obligations by 
enacting a spedal section or sub-dause to 
that effect. For instance, while dealing 
with eviction. Section 10 (3) (d) specifical- 
ly provides that where a tenancy is for a 
specified period agreed upon between the 
landlord and the tenant, the landlord 
under Section 10 (3) shall not be entitled 
to apply under this sub-section before the 
expiry of such period. It is however 
found that a landlord is given the right 
to seek for eviction on grounds like wil- 
ful default in the pajonent of rent eta as 
contemplated by Section 10 (2) in such 
cases. The intention of the legislature is 
thus clear and it cannot therefore, be now 
seriously urged that the Act 18 of 1960 
applies only to cases where there are no 
contracts of tenancy and that the rights 
and obligations secured by the contracts 
vdll override the provisions of the Act 
and can be enforced in spite of them. 

18. In the second place, it appears to 
me clear that it would be inequitable to 
permit a tenant or a landlord to take ad- 
vantage of some of the provisions of the 
Act which are more favourable to them 
than the express terms of the contract of 
tenanc>’ and to look to the terms of the 
tenancy regarding other aspects in re.spoct 
of which the provisions of the Act are 
less favourable to them. I do not thinl: 
that Courts of justice should permit .such 
injustice and inequity. 

19, Mack. J.. has referred to the fact 
that thLs Court has in ILR (1950) Mad 152 
= (AIR 1949 Mad 7G.5) held that the juris- 
diction of a Ciril Court to entertairi a suit 
by a landlord for cricticn and to ness a 
decree has not been taken away by the 
protdsions of the Rent Control Act But 
then, it is obvious that such n right to luu.-t: 
recourse for obtaining a decree was not 
Inconsistent with the provLrions of that 
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Act. As pointed out fci that iudgment ffr- 
self, the lurisdiction to pass a decree of 
a Civil Court was not expressly or im- 
pliedly taken away by the provisions of 
that Act. This decision ILR (1950) Mad 
152 «=» (AIB 2M9 Mad 765) cannot there- 
fore. lend any serious support to the pro- 
position advanced by Mack, J. 

20. I also find that In Hemtt ▼. Row- 
lands. (1924) 93 LJKB 1080 = 131 LT 757 
an English Court has held as follows— • 

"An obligation on the part of the land- 
lord to do any repairs, which was a term 
of the contractual tenancy, will be Im- 
ported into the terms of the statutory ten- 
ancy. The fact that it was inconvenient 
or unprofitable on the landlord to fulM 
his obligation is immateriaL Again if 
there is covenant in the lease that the 
lessee shall keep the premises in good re- 
pair this covenant wo^lld be imported into 
the statutory tenancy, since it is not in- 
consistent with the Act, which by impli- 
cation preserves the liability of the tenant, 
if the lease in fact imposes this liability 
on the lessee.” 

21. On a reference to provisions of the 
Increase of Rent and Mortgage Interest 
(Restrictions) Act 1920 (1920 statistics) 1 
am satisfied that this decision does not 
lend any support to the view taken by 
Mack, J. Sec. 2 (5) of the Increase of Rent 
and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act 
1920 reads thus: 

"For the purposes of this section, the 
expression ‘repairs’ means any repairs re- 
quired lor the piirpose of keeping pre- 
mises in good and tenantable repair, and 
any premises in such a state shall be 
deemed to be In a reasonable state of re- 
air, 'and the landlord shall be deemed to 

e responsible for any repairs lor which 
the tenant is under no express liability’.” 
This means that the tenant will be liable 
to effect only the repairs which he had 
undertaken to do under the express terms 
of the tenancy agreement and that the 
landlord shall be responsible fop other 
repairs not provided for in the agreement 
The observation of the Court that the 
obligations undertaken by the tenant or 
the landlord to effect repairs by virtue of 
the contract will be imported Into the 
terms of the statutory tenancy is con- 
sistent with. and. indeed, is in pursuance 
of the provisions of the Act themselves, 
and the Act specifically provides that the 
landlord shall be responsible for the re- 
pairs, when the tenant has not undertaken 
to do. There is no warrant In this judg- 
ment for the proposition that the terms 
of the tenancy will override the priM- 
dons of any rent-control legislation, even 
though the latter has specifically provid- 
ed for matters covered by &e terms of 
the tenancy. •' \ 

22. I am inclined to follovX the de<i- 
don of Subba Rao, J. fas he thm was) in 
Rain^bbayya v. Dt Munsif of^unmol. 


'1951-2 Mad U (short notes) 53, wherein 
he has laid down that the two statutory 
conditions to enable a tenant to make re- 
pairs to a building imder Section 11 (2) 
of the Act 25 of 1949 are (1) failure by 
the landlord to make the necessary repairs 
to the building after notice by the tenant 
and (2) permission by the House R^t 
Cwtroller to tenant to make repaid 
after the landlord had committed default. 
I do not think that this decision was in- 
tended to cover a case where the lease it- 
eelf contained a covenant to repair. 

23. It is not disputed that the tenancy 
in question between the parties in the pre- 
sent instance falls within the ambit of the 
Madras Buildings (Lease and Rent Con- 
trol) Act 1960. As I have already ob- 
served this Act clearly sets out the rights 
and liabilities of the tenant and the land- 
lord in respect of repairs; and I am there- 
fore. of opinion that the rights and duties 
of the parties relating to repairs must be 
ascertained only by reference to Sec. 22 
read with Section 2 (7) of this Act and 
that it is not open to the parties to fall 
back upon the terms of the tenancy agree- 
ment or upon the provisions of the IVans- 
fer of Property Act for that purpose, 

24. It is urged by the respondent ten- 
ant that he had carried out only repairs 
and not improvements and that he had 
not TecoiiStructed the entire house; end 
his contention had been accepted by the 
learned Subordinate Judge, but I find It 
difficult to uphold the same. I have al- 
ready set out the definition of repairs as 
found under Section 2 (7) of the Act 18 
of 1960 and the emphasis in the definition 
Is on the word "restoration”, and the eec- 

*tlon clearly points out that repairs do not 
Indude additions, improvements or al- 
terations except in so far as they are 
necessary to carry out such restoration. 
The term "improvements” lias not been 
defined in the Act; and the meaning and 
import of the term must be gathered from 
the dictionaries and decisions. 

25. The decision of this Court In Md. 
Mohideen Rowther v. Md. Mohideen 
Rowther, AIR 1960 Mad 24 contdns a 
wealth of information on the distinction 
between 'repairs’ and 'improvements’ as 
Culled out from various dictionaries and 
judgments. Webster’s New International 
Dictionary of the English Language defines 
repairs as *an act of repairing; restoration, 
or state of being restored, to a sound or 
Rood state after decay, waste, injury etc.” 
In Stroud’s Judicial Dictionary the words 
'to repair* are shown as meaning 'to make 
Rood defects, including renew^ where 
necessary ie., patching, where patching is 
reasonably practicable and, where It is 
not. you must put in a new piece. But 
"repair” does not connote a total "recon- 
fitruction.” 

26. The term 'improvement’ Is defined 
In Webster’s New International Dictionary 
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as "a v^uable addition, or betterment, as 
a building, dealing, drain, fence etc; on 
land.” In Ballantine Law Dictionary, 'im- 
provements’ is described 'a word that in- 
dudes eyer 3 rthing that enhances the value 
of premises permanently for general uses, 
erection of a building, making substantial 
changes or additions in existing buildings, 
•the laying of necessary dde-wdks and the 
digging of wells, are common illustrations} 
and_ it is ftnther observed that it would 
be in violation of the proper construction 
of the term 'repair’ to hold that it indud- 
ed original improvements, or work of a 
different character from that previously, 
done, 

27. In Ram Ashray v. Hiralal, AIR 
0.949 All 681 it is stated that where a 
kuchcha building is demolished and a new 
pucca building is constructed, the new 
construction shall be regarded as an im- 
provement. 

28. After a survey of a large number, 
of authorities Ramaswami, J. has laid 
down in AIR 1960 Mad 24, dted above 
that all repairs are improvements though 
all improvements are not repairs. 

29. In Hansraj Tirtharam v. Adminis- 
trator Munidpality Jammu, AIR 1963 J 
and K 18, the distinction is brought out 
thus—: 

"The expresaon 'repair* agnifies res- 
toration to the original condition. Any- 
thing v/Mch substantially improves or 
materially alters a thing from its original 
condition cannot be said to be merely a 
repair of that thing; it will be bringing 
into existence an improved thing; an al- 
tered thing; a new thing for all intents 
and purposes. But it cannot be forgotten 
that 'repair’ involves an element of r^ 
pewal yet renewal of the whole or sub- 
stantially the whole or not a lesser pmfc 
of the whole caimot be said to be 
"repair,’’ 

30. In Lurcott v. Waliely and Wheeler, 
1911-1 KB 905, at p. 912, Cozens-Hardy 
M. R. had obsen.'ed that 

"in many cases repair necessarily in- 
volves. not repair strictly so called, but 
rcTiGwal. If sn esrthGn\vn,r6 pipG brexes, 
you can only repair it by renewing it. Or 
a^ain. if windov,' frames become rotten and 
decayed, you cannot repair them except 
by renewing.” . , „ . , 

It is thus seen that, m denning the word 
'repairs' in Section 2 (7) of Act 18 of 1960, 
the Madras Legislature ha.s sub.rianbaUy 
adopted the meaning attributed to it by 
the dictionaries and decisions referred to 
above. The basic idea underiring tlic tou- 
cept of repairs is restoration of a building 
to its original condition. This implies that 
tlie old structxire is retained and is re- 
novated from the damaged condition to its 
origmal sound state. Repair always in- 
volves an element of rcnc'.s-al, but renewal 


:of the whole and substantially the whole 
-caimot_ be termed repair proper. Wffiere 
the building is completely demolished and 
a new structure put instead, it would 
normally be reconstruction, not repairs 
proper. In exceptional cases however, as 
those enumerated by Cozens Hardy M. E, 
in 1911-1 KB 905, repair may imply a 
complete renewal and substitution. An 
addition material alteration or anything 
which substantially improves a thing in 
value from the original conation except 
in so far as it is necessary to carry out 
such restoration cannot be said to be 
merely repair of that thing, it will be 
bringing into existence an altered thing, 
m improved thing, a new thing for all 
intents and purposes. 

31. Applying these principles to ther 
present instance, I am satisfied that what 
the respondent had done to the building 
would amoimt to a reconstruction and not 
mere repair as contemplated by Act 18 
of 1960. The original building in question 
consisted of only the roof, walls and the 
floor and as a result of the respondents’ 
action the entire roof had been replaced, 
all the walls had been put up afresh and 
the flooring had been completely done up 
anew. The whole building had therefore, 
been substantially renovated and it would 
therefore, be idle to contend that only a 
repair of the building had been done. 
Even if the work done is taken piece by 
piece, the renewal of the thatch alone may 
amount to repair; and it would be impos- 
sible to say that the conversion of the 
mud walls into brickwalls and the mud 
floor into cement floor would be mere re- 
pair. It would clearly constitute a mate- 
rial alteration and an improvement in that 
the natin-e and composition of the floor- 
ing and the walls had undergone a com- 
plete change and the value had consider- 
ably enhanced. 

32. It is also clear, that even if the 
respondent’s acts can be assumed for the 
sake of argument only to be repairs, as 
the respondent had rcsoifed to them with- 
out obtaining the previous consent of the 
Bent Controller on an application, iie 
would not be entitled to any compcn.sa- 
tion, even to ti'.e extent of a month's rent, 
for the trouble he had undergone in re- 
novating the building. 

33. I would also like to add Ih.at, even 
if the rcsoondont is entitled to inv.^^ko 
Section 103 of the Transfer of Property 
Act, there is no basis whatsoever for his 
present claim. In the fir.st place, ns I hsive 
already obsen.’cd, a landlord Is under no 
oblication in law to offect any repairs to 
tiro building except those which he had 
successfully undertaken under the icn- 
ancy ngreement; .and ad.mittcdly it Sr not 
the resspondratk case that there is am,* 
term in the trna.ncy oerr-cment casting an 
obligation on the p-stitioner to effect rmy 
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repairs to the building. The respondent 
cannot therefore, call upon the petitioner 
to pay compensation for the repairs he 
claims to have effected. In the second 
place, Section 108 of the Transfer of Pro* 
perty Act does not confer any right on a 
tenant to effect a reconstruction of or im- 
provements to the building and claim 
compensation. I am clear in that he had 
effected a reconstruction of the house. 

34. I am also clear that the provisions 
of Section 70 of the Indian Contract Act 
cannot be legitimately invoked in this 
case. In the first place, it is difficult to 
‘say that the act of renovation done by the 
respondent was lawfully done for the 
petitioner. As observed in Chedllal v. 
Bhagwandas, (1889) ILR 11 All 234 at 
p. 243, by the use of the word "lawfully” 
in Section 70 of the Indian Contract Act, 
the legislature had in contemplation cases 
in which a person held such a relation to 
another as either directly to create or by 
implication reasonably to justify the in- 
ference that, by some act done for another 
person, the person doing the act was en- 
titled to locJt for compensation to the per- 
ison for whom It was done. In Panchkori 
V. Haridas, 21 Cal WN 394, at p. 399 - 
(AIR 1916 Cal 497 at p. 499) U 
Was held that it must be consider- 
ed in each individual case whether the 

f ierson who made the payment had any 
awful interest in making it. If not. the 
payment cannot be said to have been made 
lawfully. In second place, the sec- 
tion is not attracted in cases of services 
rendered by the claimant at the request 
of or against the will of the other party 
sought to be charged with. In order to 
merit compensation, the services render- 
ed must have been acQuiesced in ^ the 
other party. The provisions of this sec- 
tion cannot justify the officious obligations 
In respect of services which the person 
sought to be charged with did not wish 

I to have rendered. Indeed evidence in this 
case is that the petitioner objected to the 
renovation and went to the extent of 
physically obstructing when the respon- 
dent started the construction and that the 
respondent carried out the work with the 
help of the police. 

35. In the result, the revision petition 
is allowed; but. under the circumstances, 
ynthout Costs. The judgment and decree 
of the District Mur\sif of Melur in O. S. 
No. 222 of 1966 are confirmed, the decree 
and judgment of the Subordinate Judge 
are set aside and the suit is dismissed 
with costs. 

Revision allowed. 
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In re Veeral alias Kanal. Appellant. 

Criminal Appeal No. 156 of 1969, D/- 
18-9-1969 against judgment of S. J^' 
^imbatore, D/- 1I-1-I969. 

(A) Evidence Act (1872), S. 24 — Extra- 
jadicial confession — - Confession if oral 
must be assessed carefully — Voluntary 
nature of confession must also be con- 
sidered before it can be acted upon. 

(Para 12) 

(B) Evidence Act (1872), S. 133 — Ac- 

complice ^ Who is — Witness stating 
that she accompanied accused to isolated 
place knowing that accused was to deliver 
child — Witness farther stating that ac- 
cused killed her newly bom child by 
twisting umbilical cord round its neck and 
strangulating it — Witness not disclosing 
this fact to anybody even after taking ac- 
cused back to latter's house — Held, wit- 
ness was no better than an accomplice 
Her testimony because of her subsequent 
conduct was not above suspicion — Con- 
viction on such evidence could not he sus- 
tained. (Para 19) 

P. M. Sundaram, Amicus Curiae, for Ap- 
pellant; Public Prosecutor on behalf of 
SUte. 

KAILASAM, J.t— The accused Veeral 
alias Kanal was tried by the learned Sea- 
dons Judge of Coimbatore for an offence 
under Section 302 of the Indian Penal 
Code in that on 9th September 1968 at 
about 3 A. M. at Vellaikinar, she commit- 
ted the murder of her new-bom female 
child bv strangulation with the umbilical 
cord. The learned Judge found the ao* 
cused guilty of the charge and sentenced 
her to undergo rigorous imprisonment for 
life. In the circumstances of the case, the 
learned Judge has also made a reconunea- 
dation to the Government for reduction of 
the sentence of imprisonment for life to 
cae /ft rigivnwis impfrissnaseat Sor a peiiad 
not exceeding two years. 

2. The accused was married to one 
Chlnnan of Vellaikinar village. They had 
a son, Palaniswamy. Chinnan di^ about 
ten years ago. After her husband’s death, 
the accused left Vellaikinar, and went 
away somewhere, but she came back to 
Vellaikinar about four months prior to the 
occurrence. On the request of the acctis- 
ed, P. W. 1 Deival who has a house In 
the Hariian colony permitted her to live 
with P. W. 2 K. Chinnal and her daughter 
In a vacant shed belonging to P, W. I 
which is immediately north of the house 
of P. W. 1. Sometime before the occur- 
rence, P. W. 1 came to know that the ac- 
cused was pregnant. On the day prior to 
the occurrence. P. W. 1 met the accused 
and told her that she (P. W. 1) had heard 
fliat the accused was likely to cause mls- 
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carnage of Her conception. The accused 
•protested and stated ■that she was not of 
immoral character and that she would not 
cause any miscarriage, but -would go to 
a hospital and have her delivery attended 
to, 

3. According to P. W. 2, on the date 
-of the occurrence, P. W. 2, and her 

daughter took their bed on the pial while 
the accused slept inside the shed. About 
first cock-crowing time, the accused woke 
up P. W. 2, saying that she wanted to 
answer calls of nature and asked P. W. 2 
to accompany her. P. W. 2 and the ac- 
cused proceeded towards the Imttai which 
is on the south west. On -the way, they 
saw P. W. 4, Muthan, coming in the op- 
posite direction. When questioned by 
P. W. 4 as to where they were going, the 
accused stated that she was going to the 
tank for easing. Then the accused went 
near -the slope of the tank. A few minutes 
thereafter, she stated that she was going 
to deliver a child. P. W. 2, was standing 
a few feet away. A minute or two later, 
the accused delivered a child and the 
child gave out a cry. The accused then 
snapped the umbilical cord, put it round 
the child’s neck and tightened it. Then 
there was no noise of the child. P. W. 2 
protested at the behaviour of the accus- 
ed. The accused knotted the umbilical 
cord roimd the child’s neck. She then said 
that the child had died, and requested 
that P. W. 2 may keep silent over the 
whole matter. The accused then dug a 
small pit on the tank slope and placed the 
dfild in that pit. She covered the child 
with the blouse M. O. 1, belonging to the 
daughter of P. W. 2. A little while there- 
after, the accused passed placenta and that 
was also put into the pit. The accused 
■then covered the pit with mud; at the re- 
quest of the accused P. W. 2 led her back 
to her house, and afterwards P, W. 2 
yrent for her work. 

4. At about 7 A. M. on 9-9-1968, P. W. 

5 Palanah a girl aged about 13 years, was 
returning home from Karuppan Thottam 
belonging to one Krishnaswamy Goundar 
after picking flowers. When she passed 
the Kuttai near the burial ground, she 
saw the dead body of a female child on 
the sloping bund of the tank. She ran 
to the \dllage and informed several people, 
including P. W. 1, Dci-val, about v/hat she 
saw. P. W. 1 on hearing from P. W. 5 
about the dead body of the child lying 
near the slope of the tank, went to the 
spot and saw the child. She found the 
umbilical cord round the child’s nede 
According to her. there were contusions 
on the cliild’s neck, and there was bleed- 
ing from the right car and the tongue 
vms protruding. Su.spccting that llie child 
must be that of the acaised, she searched 
for the accused, but the .accused was not 
found. Then P. W. to the houw 

of the rillage mun-sif. P. w. 11. v. b. 
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Venugopal and gave a statement, Exhibit 
P-1, at about 10 A. ’M, In the report, 
W. 1 mentioned that she went and saw 
the child lyin^ dead with the umbilici 
cord round the neck of the child. She 
further stated that on hearing the infor- 
mation, the accused skulked away and 
was chased and caught hold of by P. W. 
10, Chinnan, and was produced before the 
■village munsif. In the complaint, it was 
reported that the accused committed 
rnurder of the female child by strangula- 
tion and had thrown it away on the burial 
ground. P. W. 11 recorded tlie complaint 
of P. W. 1 and obtained her left thumb 
impression. He would add that while 
recording Exhibit P-1, P. W. 10 produced 
the accused before him and he questioned 
her. According to P. W. 11, the accused 
wept and told that she had strangulat- 
ed the child -with the umbilical cord and 
buried it in the slope of the tank, as 
otherwise the villagers would scold her 
and drive her out of the -village for giving 
birth to a child in her state of widowhood. 
The village munsif sent reports to the 
police and the Magistrate. At about 4-30 
P. M. police came, and P. W. 15, K. 
Kanniappan, Inspector of Police saw the 
dead body of the child in the slope of the 
tanlc. The accused was produced before 
him. He arrested her and questioned her. 
He also held inquest over the body of the 
child. During the inquest, he examined 
P. Ws. 1, 2, 4. 5 and others. P. W. 15 then 
sent a requisition to the Sub-Magistrate, 
Coimbatore, for sending the accused to the 
hospital for treatment and certificate. 

5. P. W. 7, Dr. Krishnamurthi, Civil 
Assistant Surgeon, Government Hospital, 
Coimbatore, admitted the accused in the 
hospital at 9-50 A. M. on 10-9-1968 and 
referred her to the duty lady Doctor, 
P. W. 9. P. W. 9, Dr. Saroja, examined 
the accused and found that she must have 
delivered a child between 35 to 48 hours 
prior to her examination. 

6. The dead body of the child was sent 
by the Sub-Inspector of Police to the 
hospital and P. W. 8, Dr. Sagundhi, the 
Woman Assistant Surgeon, attached to the 
Government Hospital, Sulur, conducted 
the autopsy. According to P. W. 8, in this 
case, the umbilical cord must have been 
put round the neck of the child and 
knotted after the child’s birtlu 

7. Wien examined in the Committal 
Court, the accu.scd stated th.at it w.is true 
that she took P. \V. 2 with her; but she 
would state that even at the time of deU- 
vciy of the child, the umbilical cord was 
wound round the neck of the child. She not 
giddiness and fell on the child, and rhe 
did not wind round the umbilical cord 
around the neck of the child a.nd slir alro 
did not kill the child. In the S'-rrion.s 
Court, she stated that r.iie tosk P, W. 2. 
with her. that rhe went to the tank r,.nd 
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felt like answering ealls of nature, that 
she sat down and' realised that she had 
delivered and that she became uncon- 
scious thereafter. She added that she 
vaguely remembered having fallen over 
the child after it was delivered. She 
stated that she would never have had the 
heart to Idll the child even if it was 
illegitimate. She denied having told the 
village munsif that she killed the child. 

8. The learned Sesrions Judge on a 
consideration of the evidence placrf before 
him foimd that the prosecution had proved 
its case beyond all reasonable doubt, con- 
victed the accused under Section 302 of 
the Indian Penal Code and sentenced hei; 
to imprisonment for life. 

9. The case for the prosecution is that 
the child was bom alive and that the ac- 
cused strangulated It by putting a knot 
with the umbilical cord round the neck of 
the child and killed it. To substantiate 
this version, the prosecution relies on the 
testimony of P. W. 2. The prosecution 
further relies on the eridence of P. W. 11, 
the village munsif, who states that while 
he was recording the first Infonnation re- 
port from P. "W. 1. P, W. 10 produced the 
accused before him and the accused con- 
fessed that she strangulated the child with 
the umbilical cord, and burled It in the* 
slope oj the tank. In addition to the evi-- 
dence of these two witnesses, the prosecu- 
tion r^es on the medical evidence for 
proving that the death was due to 
s^angulatlon by the use of the iimMHcal 
cord after the child was bom alive, 

10. Before conridering the znedic^ 
evidence, it is necessary to consider Uie 
evidence of P. Ws. 2 and 11, which if ac- 
cepted, would prove that the acciised is 
guilty of the charge framed against her. 
As ^eady stated, so far as F. W. 2 is 
concerned, it is common ground that 
P, W. 2 accompanied the accused to the 
tank slope where the child was delivered 
by the accused. The accused herself 
admits the presence of P. W. 2 along with 
her at that time. The evidence of P. W. 4 
that the said accused and P. W. 2 were 
going together can be accept^ The 
question is whether the evidence of P. W, 
2 that the accused delivered the child, 
that the child gave out a cry and Im- 
mediately the accused snapped the uml^- 
cal cord, put it round the child’s neck, 
knotted it and the child, died, can be 
safely accepted. It is admitted by P. 'W. 
2 that the pregnancy of the accused was 
known to many women in the village. 
The accusal came to the village four 
months before the date of the oc- 
currence and her advanced stage of pre- 
gnancy was known to the viHageis. P.W. 2 
alOT would admit that the acciised did not 
take any step to cause miscarriage cm the 
conception, nor did she at’OTPt to leave 
the viUage and go away. \^e appeared 


to resign herself to the consequences of 
her act of folly. On this aspect, the evi- 
dence of P. W. 1 is that when she ques- 
tioned the pccused about her pregnancy, 
the accused stated that she was not of im- 
moral character and that she would not 
cause any miscar riage of her conception, 
but would go to a hospital and have the 
delivery attended to. P. W. 3 would say. 
that the accused admitted to her that she 
was pregnant and implored her not to tell 
this to anyone in the village. This evi- 
dence is not in accordance with that of 
P. Ws. 1 and 2 who would state that the 
accused admitted that she was pregnant 
and that she was not going to cause any 
miscarriage and she would have the deli- 
very attended to in a hospital. It is there- 
fore, clear from the evidence of P. Ws. I 
and 2 that the villagers knew about the 
pregnantw of the accused and that the ac- 
cused told the persons when questioned 
that she would not cause any miscarriage 
and she would join a hospital and have 
the delivery attended to. In this back- 
ground, it is not possible to come to the 
condusion that the accused was detemun- 
ed to loll her child when it was bom. If 
P. W. 2 had known that the accused was 
calling her to help her in kilUog the 
child, she would be In the position of an 
accomplice and her evidence would re- 
Quim corroboration In material parti- 
culars. According to P. W. 2 she neveg 
expected that the accused would kill the 
dtild alter the delivery. There is no 
reason not accepting the evidence of 
P. W. 2 that she did not know that the 
accused wanted to put an end to the life 
of the child alter the delivery. 

11. The point that has to be Conader- 
ed is whether the statement of P. W- 2 
that she saw the accused putting the 
umbilical cord round the ned: of the child 
and strangulat^ it can be accepted. In 
cross-examination, it was spedfic^y put 
by the accused to P. W. 2 that the child 
was bom with the umbilical cord twfated 
round its neck and that it was a still bom 
child. The witness denied the suggestion. 
But her subsequent conduct makes her 
testimony suspicious. According to her, at 
the request of the accused, she led back 
the accused to her house and after leaving 
the accused in her hoxise. she went away 
lor work. She would state that at about 
10 A. M. she learnt that the villagers had 
known about the killing of the child bj 
the accused and went to the village 
iBunsirs bouse and saw the accused there 
She then told the people about the ac- 
cused taking her to the tank slope and 
what . followed thereafter. Strangely 
enough, the village munsif Is completely 
silent about P. W. 2 coming to his house 
and idling about what ^e knew. If only 
P. "W. 2, an eye-witness, bad stated what 
she saw to the village munsif. the village 
munsif would have certainly spoken to It 
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in the Court. If P. W. 2 had given the 
Information to the village munsif while 
he was preparing the reports that would 
liave found a place in the village munsiis 
reports. P. W. 2 admitted that she was 
. taken to the police station four or five days 
after the occinrrence and was kept there 
for two days and sent away. She denied 
that even from Monday evenmg (that Is 
the day of the occurrence) she was Impt 
at the Station for a week and thereafter 
sent home. There is no expiration for 
her being detained at the police station 
for two days even according to the vnt“ 
ness. The conduct of P. W.^ 2 m not m- 
forming the viUagers and ^vmg a com- 
plaint is not explained. Further, her 
detention in the police station creates 
suspicion that her ewdence is not vol’m- 
tarv The learned Sessions Judge found 
S tli veS feet that P, W. 2 <M not 
go and inform anyone the ^^age 
about the accused ‘iolivormg a child md 
killing it would attract a cert^ a^unt 
of criticism' to the evidrce of P- W. ^ 
In snite of this defect m the testimony 
S P W. 2 the learned Judge was pre- 
pared to accept it as 

dence "clinchingly corroborated ^e 

testimony of P. W. 2. I am of the wew 
that criticism of the evidence ^ 

Is justified, and her evidence would not 

stand by itselt 

12 The evidence of the village mun- 
sif *at the accused confessed the c^| 
was strongly relied upon by ^Je 

^™t when 

and told him that she str^^atea m 
child with the umbilical cord and ^ d 

it in the slope of the ^ -^-th^'ac- 
would state that he searched for toe^a^ 

cused in the shed to 

she was not there he \ ^^i^ge 

in the village and found 

furlongs east of told the 

leading to Sarair»a“P=^H^ le^e the 

accused that she the diild’s 

riUage without flatter 

death being cleaned and brought h^ 

the village and kL In 

village munsif to the wit- 

cross examination, it vras p eoing 

ness that the a.ccused was not^^gomg 

r-av from the bf no doubt 

from a tea shop. There can ^ the 

from the testimony of P. ^ ^ 
villagers suspected AAAwid rmd forcib- 
cused in the death of tiie c bouse, 

ly took her to the villn-,e ^ ‘l^j^qtances 
Talting the ^rroundmg arcu 
into account, it is . to a 

ciu^ed would have been 
near inquisition bv rillage 

she was produced before m- ^ 
mun-riL It Ls ol-'c probablc 
village muniai suspecting he.. 


put some questions. In the drcums-i 
tances, even if she had made a statement 
the voluntary nature of that would have 
to be carefully considered. It is well 
settled that oral confessions which are 
not reduced to writing will have to be 
very carefiilly assessed before they can 
be acted upon. Added to that, in this 
case, the voluntary nature of the state- 
ment, if ever she made one, is also open 
to doubt. More than all these facts, the 
question whether the accused did make 
a confession or not, has to be considered. 
According to the village munsif, the ac- 
cused made the confession while he was 
making the report. If the accused had 
made such a confession before the village 
munsif when he was recording Exhibit 
P-6, certainly P, W. 11 would have in- 
cluded it in Exhibit P-6, or would have 
at least stated about the confession as an 
addenda to the report. When questioned 
about the non-inclusion of this fact in 
Exhibits P-7 and P-8, the village munsif, 
while admitting that he had not made 
any reference about questioning the ac- 
cused and about her admitting the guilt, 
did not offer any explanation. The learn- 
ed Sessions Judge accepted the testimony 
of P. W. 11 as he tlmught that there was 
no reason for an independent and res- 
pectable witness like him to perjure 
against the accused. I am unable to ac- 
cept the assessment of the_ ewdence oi 
P W 11 by the learned District Judge, 
for, prudence dictates, that one shoula be 
verv cautious beforo an oral confession 
accused is accepted. For the rea- 
sons which I had set out above, I feel 
that it is extremely unsafe to ^ace any 
reliance on the testimony of P. ,W. 11 
that the accused confessed the crime to 

him. 

13 The question that remains to be 
considered is whether the nie(ficri cw- 
dence conclusivdy establishes that (1) me 
child was bom afive and (2) that death 
caused by stran^^ulation of tbe node 
Sihf umbUical cord po evidence 
the doctor who conducted the iwst- 
mnrtem. P. W. 8. Dr. Sugandlu. is that 
rtie SSiid the umbilical cord tied around 
the neck of the cliild and contuaons and 
ihntions were seen all around the nco^ 
^Srrimot in the umbilical cord on the 
Sht side of the neda In her opinion, 
the cliild appeared to have died o£ 
nmln^a due to .strangulation wiJi the 
nmb& cord. She aho was of tlic wc.v 
the child would not have been n 
bom ch id, nnd tlio child must have 
& alh’e at the lime of the birth .and 
V must have died thereafter due to as- 
aq otlmnvisc, the intcmal organs 
have Iv-n in a connected rtate, 
^-dmitlod that the umbilical corn 
^^riri*'h-vc found round the 

^ Ihe^ child ado"g with the knot f-t the 
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of the presence of contusions and alffa- 
sons on the neck of the child, the cord 
must have been put round the neck and 
knotted after ^e child’s birth. She fur- 
ther stated that the contusions and ab- 
rasions on the child’s neck could have 
been caused due to some pressure being 
applied at the place with human fingers. 
In cross-examination, the doctor admit- 
ted that there were no nail marks on the 
child's neck. The doctor arrived at her 
opinion that the child ought to have been 
bom alive from the fact that the inter- 
nal organs were found to be in a con- 
gested state. She also concluded that the 
umbilical cord must have been put round 
the neck and knotted after the child’s 
birth from the fact that there were cer- 
tain contusions and abrasions in the neck. 

14- The question arises whether these 
symptoms conclusively establish that the 
child was bom alive and whether the 
death was caused by strangulation by 
knotting the umbilical cord round the 
neck of the child. A child is considered 
to be bom alive when, after complete ex- 
trusion from the mother, it exhibits, some 
sign of vitality, such as for example, acti- 
vity of the heart, breathing, movement of 
the limbs, crying etc. Where respiration Is 
not established it is essential for a person 
who was present at the delivery to give 
evidence of the complete birth as well as 
of the subsequent sign of life. (Taylor’s 
Principles and Practice of Medical Juris- 
prudence Volume II page 115). In this 
case, as already stated, I am not prepared 
to place much reliance on the evidence of 
P. W. 2 who speaks to the child being bora 
alive. In this case, there is no attempt 
to establish respiration. At t»ge 116 the 
learned author states that it is important 
to consider most carefully the accepted 
Ggns of live birth and to discuss the 
nature and value of the deductions which 
may legitimately be drawn from them. 
Evidence of life may be drawn from 
drcuinstances. sjich. as 
(expansion of the lung, mr in the stomach 
or bowel), crying, muscular moyemeots. 
drculation and heart-beat, etc. In this 
case, apart from the oral testimony of 
P. W. 2 that the child cried, which I 
am not prepared to accep^ no evidence 
as to breathing or circulation and heart- 
beat was deposed to. Evidence as to 
breathing is considered essential, for 
several changes are produced In the lungs 
after the child starts breatWng when it 
Is born alive. A tabulation is ^ven by 
Taylor as to the changes caused to the 
lungs of the child after a live birth. For 
instance, the volume of the lungs becomes 
four to six times larger, their margins 
get rounded, the colour changes, air sacs 
bwme visible, they contain full of blood, 
which is frothy on sgueezins, the wei^it 
of the lungs increases, and the expanded 
areas float in water. Neither the evi- 


dence of the doctor nor the post mortem 
discloses that any attention was paid to 
these aspects, and there is no mention of 
the lungs except stating that all internal 
organs were found congested. At page 
12^ the learned author points out as 
follows: 

"Another common cause for foetal dis- 
tress at and after birth is cerebral damage 
due to moulding or to encirclement of the 
neck by the cord causing engorgement of 

veins These changes, too, may 

stimulate those of asphymation, but sus- 
picion must not be maintained in the face 
of a reasonable natural possibility, such 
as difficult labour.” 

Referring to hydrostatic test, It fe 
pointed out that microscopic examination 
of the lung will be necessary before an 
opinion can be expressed. The various 
other tests which are prescribed by the 
medical science to determine whether the 
child was bora alive or still-bom were 
not performed. The conclusion of Taylor 
after a discussion on the medico-legal as- 
pects on this question at page 150 i^ 
significant and may be extracted: 

•The conclusions to be drawn from these 
observations are that If the Courts were 
to insist upon conclusive medical e^ddence 
of a separate existence in every trial for 
child murder or infantidde, there would 
be very few convictions, except where i 
a confession was made by the accused, 
where the infant was found alive, but 
dying, or the crime was committed in the 
presence of eye-witnesses." 

Buh in this case, the alleged confesrion 
by the accused cannot be accepted and 
the evidence of the eye-witness, P. W. 2 is 
suspect. The medical evidence is not help- 
ful since the necessary tests have not been 
performed, and the data that is furnished 
by the medical evidence Is grossly Inade- 
quate. In this state of evidence it is ex- 
tremely hazardous to come to the conclu- 
oon that the child was bom alive. 

15. I will now proceed to consider 
whether the medical evidence has esta- 
blished that the death was homicidal or 
caused by strangulation of the neck by 
knotting the umbilical cord. To recapitu- 
late, the evidence of the doctor is that 
she found the umbilical cord tied around 
the neck of the child and contusions and 
abrasions were seen around the neck and 
that the knot in the umbili^ cord wa; 
on the right side of the neck. The core 
was not found attached to the navel anc 
the doctor was of the view that the con 
was snapped from the child’s navel alta 
the birth. The doctor also did not fine 
any nail marks on the child’s neck. Tbi 
aspects relied on by the prosecution ar« 
the presence of a knot in the umbilica 
cord on the right side of the neck, th« 
contusions and abrasions around the neck 
and the snapping of the cord from the 



1970 

child’s navel The encircling of the cord 
round the neck is not unconmon ^ci 
Taylor reports at page 144, on the autho- 
rity of Walker, that the cord encircles the 
neck in some twelve per cent of cases oc- 
casionaUy twice, and it has caused^deato 
in many instances, in spite of skilled as 
sistance. Though not very, common, cases 
have been reported from time to time, m 
which an actual knot has been found m 
the cord. For such a knot to occur, the 

body of the child in movements m 

utero must have passed through a loop 
of the cord, formmg a toot which ^y be 
tightened by its further movements. 
Taylor again quotes Gartoar who fo™ , 
that in ten per cent of cases the cord 
may encircle the neck more than once, 
or be knotted, though these abM™ito- 
ties are rare. Again at page 172, ttie 
author states the position thus: 

"Where the cord is knotted, the possi- 
bmty of it being u natmal, obstetric ev^^ 

though not entirdy eluMated (for tte 
cord is occasionally foimd knotted m 
stetric practice) becomes i^re remote, 
Sid the likelihood of tviliul strangultoon 
looms larger.. Unless fte cord isjtoo^ 
ted- several times, a wilful act^ cannot. 

however, be regarded as 

Thus, no .inference as to homci^ b 
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cord round the neck, it is not uncommon 
to find injuries on the neck. At page 156, 
the author quotes an instance where the 
cord was coiled three times around the 
neck, passing under right armpit; and 
upon removing it, three parallel dis- 
coloured depressions were distinctly 
marked. • These extended completely 
around the neck and corresponded to the 
course taken by- the coUs. Much reli- 
ance cannot therefore be placed on the 
presence of contusions and abrasions on 
tile child’s nec^ 

17. The snapping of the cord is relied 
on by the prosecution as a very strong 
circumstance indicating violence. The 
doctor has found that the skin in the 
abdomen \was foimd to have been peeled 
off and hence according to her, it is quite 
likely that the cord was snapped from 
child’s navel after the birth. IVhether the 
snapping of the cord was accidental or 
deliberate, the doctor has not offered any 
opinion. As already pointed out. the 
snapping of the cord by accident caimot 
be ruled out In the circumstances, I 
am unable to place any reliance on the 
fact that contusions and abrasions were 
found on the neck of the child or that ^e 
cord was found snapped. Considering 
the medical evidence as a whole, I am 


iiowevci. Vinmicide Can be the memcai eviaence as a ^ ^ 

Thus, no inference as to homa^ . . inconclusive 

inferred from the fart that tte stigma m ine .strangula- 

Uon was by tha 'imbd.cal cord the to find . 


Srt tot i ""“““bo 

and leads to a su^icion ftat it 
Vinmicide But the possibility ol sucn a 
to^^g'due to natural causes cannot .be 

ruled out. 

16, The snapping of the cord ^ 

not uncommon for Taylor pomte out at 
page 145 that in m’av be 

cord, especially when very shoijmy^^^ 


to unci max aeaui Wit* vtuc It* 
tion by intentionally tying the uitoih.cjff 
cord on the neck of the child. Having 
rejected the aUeged confesnon of the 
accused as spoken to by P.W. 11 and the 
oral evidence of P.W. 2 and haying found 
the medic^ evidence inconclusive. I am 
satisfied that the conviction of the accu^ 
ed cannot be accepted. The ac^sed is 
entitled to the benefit of doubt, and 
should be acquitted. I would allow the 


page 14D xnai m , - . be shouia oe acquuteu. j. .. — 

IS 


etid;,™ of havto 

tSf toi dco'S’ rSy duT homicide 

out and have done vnth nor iro 


18. VENKATARAMAN, J.:— I agree 
that the appellant will have to bo 
acquitted, but I would vut my roast- 
ing on some aspects in a. different forrm 
At the outset, I agree ivith my Icarnra 
brother that it is unsafe to art on the 
testimony of P.W. 11 that, the accus^ 
made an extra-judicial comession of jhc 
murder. If the accused had made such 
a confession, P.W. 11. would have refer- 
red to it in his forwarding report. 

19. So far as the cwdcnce of P. W 2 


S-d^avr^o^th her U re fo - tiiat e^ 

this case, there were no mhon '’he left the house along wuh the 

S?P.W. 8. ;.™"od to l*™- tol.to =ca.,rf 


child’s 

S-loifd due to some 

diUd^fo'bom w-ith the umblUcal 


•wnm SliC — ■» ^ 

-ccu-ed. she toew that tlie accus.-^ cx- 
lyctcd to deliver a clnld 

it of. In this wcav of the .matter. 
p%V 2 would be in the posit jori 
ircomolice and that is also t^ viev. of 
the learned Sessions JudgiX 
for my view are tiiere. P.W. 2 
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that preT^ous to that night she had not 
accompanied the accused for her answer- 
ing calls of nature, and that diaring nights 
they would answer calls of nature even 
at places near their ho^Ise, Actually, the 
evidence of the Circle Inspector of Ftohce 
(P.W. 15) shows that the place where the 
dead body was buried was about a furlong 
from the ^ed of the appellant If it 
was merely for answering calls of nature, 
P.W. 2 Would have asked the accused 
why it was necessary to go so far. P.W. 2 
no doubt states in chief exanunation that 
the tank was the usual place where they 
would go for answering calls of nature, 
since water was available there. Obvi- 
ously, P.W, 2 would be interested in sup- 
pressing the fact that she was an accom- 
plice. and therefore gave such evidence 
in chief examination. Further, It Is diffi- 
cult to beheve that the appellant had 
taken M. O. 1, the blouse belonging to 
P. W. 2’s daughter, without the knowledge 
of P. W. 2. It may he noted that the cross- 
examination on behalf of the accused 
was that P.W. 2 has taken fiO. 1 on 
coming to kncrw that the accused had 
developed labour pains. Really, the 
whole cross-examinaUoa proceeds on the 
basis that it was P.W, 2 who killed the 
child and wanted to foist the blame on 
the accused and therefore did not inform 
anybody. Her conduct In not informing 
the villagers of what the accused did, 
according to her. till 10 A.bi. fits in with 
the view that P-W. 2 Is really In the 
nature of an accomplice. She was kept 
at the Police station for two days. If she 
was a mere innocent witness, why should 
she have been kept at the police station 
for two daysl 

20. My learned brother thinks that the 
medical evidence has not conclusively 
established that the child was murdered 
and that we cannot rule out the possibi- 
lity of the child having been bom dead 
with the umbilical cord roimd the nedc. 
Wth great respect, I am. however. In- 
clined to differ from my learned brother 
on this aspect. It seems to me that the 
evidence of P.W. 8, that the child died of 
asphyxia due to honuddal strangulation 
with the umbilical cord, must be accepted. 
The dot^r gave three reasons in support 
of the conclusion: (i) contusions and abra- 
sions were seen all around the neck with 
a knot in the umbilical cord on the right 
side of the neck. (11) on dissecffon ^e 
found the subcutaneous tissues in the neck 
to be echymosed, (iii) the internal organs 
were congested. It seems to me that the 
two facts, viz., the presence of contusions 
and abrasions around the neck and ediy- 
mosis of the subcutaneous tismes in the 
neck prove violence and pressure at that 
place, ibose drcumstances, taken along 
with the congestion of the internal organs 
and the remoteness of the pt^bility of 
the child being bom dead with the um- 


bilical cord aroimd the neck with a knot 
at the time of the birth are suffident to 
show that death was. due to homiddal 
violence and strangulation with the um- 
bilici cord and pressure with hands. 
Though the doctor is not positive, she 
also says that because the skin of -the 
abdomen was found to be peeled off. it 
was likely that the cord was snapped 
from the child's navel after the birth. 
Modi at page 374 of the Fifteenth Edition 
(1965) states: 

'•Strangulation:— This Is also a com- 
mon form of child murder. During the 
act of strangulation, far greater violence 
is used than necessary, and severe marks 
of abrasions and contusions with extra- 
vasation of blood in the soft tissues are 
usually found on the nedc." 

Lower down he says: 

"Barely, the natural folds of the skin 
hi the neck of a fat child may resemble 
the cord marks caused by strangulation, 
but In that case, no marks of abrasions 
or any extravasation of blood will be visi- 
ble on the neck." 

21. These passages support the md- 
dence of the doctor that death was due to 
boTniddal strangulation. 

22. Similarly Taylor, at page 172, of 
the Twelfth Edition slates: 

Tbiarks of encirclement by the umbili- 
cal cord are seldom clear-cut, for the 
cord is soft and its ’*weave” or "twist” of 
vessels too easily flattened by the pres- 
sure of tightening to cause a visible pat- 
tern on the skin.” 

TWs again suggests, that, where contu- 
sions and abrasions are present, as in tl^ 
case, it is not a case of natur^ death by 
encasement of the tzmbilical cori prior 
to birth, 

23. Apart from the medical evidence 
Itself, we cannot ignore the other pieces 
of drcumstantial evidence In the 
which go to show that it was not a case 
of the child being bom dead with the 
umbilical cord around its neck with a 
knot. In the first place, the circumstan- 
ces of the case taken as a whole dearly 
suggest that the accused and P.W. 2 went 
to the tank knowing that there would be 
ddivery soon and Intendhig that the 
chad, when bom. should be disused of. 
Under the circumstances, it seems to me 
to be too good a coincidence to be true 
that toe chfld was bom dead with the 
umbilical cord around the nedc, relieving 
the accused and P.W. 2 of the necessity 
of killmg the chHd. Again, if the cWId 
was bom dead with the umbilical cord 
around its neck, there was no need at all 
to bury the chfld. Indeed, one would 
expect the conduct of the accused and 
P.W. 2 to be different from what it was 
if the child was bom dead yrith the umbi- 
lical cord around the neck. If that was 
what happened, we could expect P.W, 2 
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5. TTn-pTnfy regard to the Berious conse- 
quences emanating from the displacement 
of a large number of persons afiected by 
the validating Act, Gover^ent promul- 
gated a notification on April 1, 1965 direct- 
ing ttie continuance in service of all the 
local candidates. Subsequently, on Au- 
gust 17, 1966, rules were made by the 
Governor under the proviso to Article 309 
of the Constitution and Rule 3 of those 
rules directed regularisation of all local 
candidates who had been appointed be- 
fore December 31, 1964 and who were 
still in service when the Governor’s rules 
commenced to operate. 


6. But it was thought that neither the 
Government Order nor the Rules ^3®“® 
by the Governor could be useful to the 
petitioner for the reason that although he 
had been appointed before December 31, 
1964 which is the date to which the Gov- 
ernor’s Rides refer, he had not continuea 
in service after his services were termi- 
nated on May 23, 1964 and he was no 
longer in service when the Governors 
Rides commenced to operate. tne 

petitioner’s representations that the ben^ 
fit of the Governor’s Rules uiay also be 
made available to him produced no use- 
ful results. 


7. In this writ petition the petitioner 
ashs for a direction for the 
of his service. There is also another pra^ 
for a declaration that some of the 


aeciarauon uiau , 

vemor’s Rules to which we have ref OTe 


nors xvuieb lo vviuvii , 

are void but that prayer was not pre_seu 
before us. 


8. It seems to us that regulai^ation of 
the petitioner’s appointment under 
Governor’s Rules could not have b 


refused. 

9. It is an uncontroverted fartjhat^ 


iJ. XI lit ciil — — - , 

the local candidates who were able to get 
the State Level Recruitment CommiTOe s 
selection quashed did have the be^fit 
regidarisation by reason of the met mat 
there was no interruption m their ser- 
vices notwithstanding the selection m 
by the Recruitment Committee, rn y 
were able to continue hi 
of the order of stay_ made by this coint 
in the respective writ “Patitions fUed 7 
those persons. So, __ it is “idisp 
able that if petitioner also baa 
been able to get an , 

stay from this court, he would haw 
continued in service in the same waj 
which the other persons were ®hle to co 
tinuG and tlie only reason 
was not able to continue in 
way was that the State Level 
Committee made a selection aud some 
one so selected displaced the petition 
from his post, 

10. But the selection which oisc^- 
nued the petitioner’s se rvic e, was. acco 
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Ing to the pronouncement of this Court 
an incompetent selection and so the inter- 
ruption in service was in the eye of law 
no interruption. The dear effect of that 
pronouncement was that no one selected 
by the Recruitment Committee acquired 
the right to hold the post which was al- 
ready held by another. ^ And if nonethe- 
less the petitioner’s service was terminat- 
ed to m^e his post available to the per- 
son chosen by an incompetent group of 
persons, such termination has no validity 
and the T^titioner 'shoifid be deemed to 
have continued in service. 


11. If continuance in service at a spe- 
dfied point of time is what earns regula- 
risation, the authority which has to make 
the regularisation cannot refuse it on the 
basis of an interruption caused by its 
own illegal act. Any appeal to such 
discontinuance cannot daim_ the support 
of reason and is plainly unjust. 

12. If the others who got an order of 
day continued in their posts and the peti' 
tioner would also have so continued ri 
he had got an order of stay, it would be 
incongrous for any one to suggest that 
the others who got an order of stay should 
get regularised in their posts and he who 
was not able to get an order of stay could 
not claim a similar benefit In evc^: 
way they were equals and tiie accidental 
fact that there was no stay m the case of 
someone does not roake them unequal 

13. Moreover, there ts an uncontro- 
verted allegation in the affidavit that a 
certain Nararajappa and several offi^ 
who were appointed as local cimmdate.' 
after tiie petitioner was appointed are 
Sntinuing in their posts, 

the benefit of regularisation. So, it would 
be extremely unreasonable to refuse the 
benefit of regularisation m the c^e of the 
petitioner who, for no fault of his ai^ 
for the reason that he was prm'ented from 
continuing in service by an filegal ^lecj 
tio^b^e State Level Ecc^itment Com-i 
mittee could not be in service at tlie rele- 
vant point of time. 

14 We must understand the Gover- 
nor’s Rules and the Governmemt Order 
^WrVi nreceded it in a rational way and 
S ffitSSation which we place on It 
Sust whidi promotes tlicir pur- 

^ nnfi thit DumosG' was to confcA a 
the petiUoner who 
affSittd by the validating Art sub- 
made and. so, the petitioner, 
cpffid be lxcludod from thek opera-] 

-SiirSmitUf ‘^S'Stion on! 
^^^hhTshS^ndef depended could 
whit* hlr. , jgj, ijjp GovemorT 

Bffi(i"’S^ted when they commenced toj 
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16. We do not also accede to the snb- 
misdon made by Mr. Government Pleader 
that the prayer for mandamus was not 
preceded by a demand There Is an 
hicontroverted allegation in the aEBdavlt 
of the petitioner that he did make one. 


"GOVERNMENT OF MYSORE 
No. LMA 573 LLD 66. 

Mysore Government 
Secretariat, 
yidhana Soudha, 
Bangalore. 
Dated 31-12-1965. 


17. So. we make a declaration for regu- 
larisation of petitioner’s services undej 
Rtile 3 of the Governor’s Rules ynth eSect 
from the date on which such regularisa- 
tion was directed by those Buies. No 
costs. 

Petition allowed. 


AIR 1970 aiYSORE 162 (V 57 C 40) 

A. R SOMNATH IYER AND 
AHMED ALl KHAN. JJ. 

B. Siddoji Rao, Petitioner v. The State 
of Mysore and others. Respondents. 

Writ Petition No. 2S43/1967, D/- 2«l-6- 
1969. 

Industrial Dispntes Act (1947), Ss. 12 
(5). 10 Refusal of reference — Com- 
munication of reasons is imperative — * 
Dismissal of worlanan for alleced assault 
on officer — Workman exonerated by cri- 
minal Court — Covenuaent refusing re- 
ference on ground of Its own opinioa as 
to truth of aceusatioo — Held refusal was 
on extraneous ground even if Covemmeut 
had reached cooctusion that allegation was 
proved beyond doabt AXR 1960 SC 1223, 
Cel on. (Paras 4. 5, 6) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(I960) AIR 1960 SC 1223 (V 47) - 
1960-2 Lab LJ 592, State of Bom- 
bay V. K- P. Krishnan 5 

P. K, Subba Rao. for Petitioner; P. K. 
Shyamasunder High Court Govt. Header, 
for Respondents. 

SOMNATH IYER, J. : — The petitioner 
was a garden supervisor In the Govern- 
ment Spun Silk Mills at Channapatna In 
the district of Bangalore and he was 
the convener of the canteen conunittee of 
a canteen organised by Government. At 
one stage there was a criminal prosecu- 
tion instituted against the petitioner on 
the allegation that he assaulted the Ad- 
ministrative Officer of the mills who Is 
respondent 3 before us. but that prosecu- 
tion ended in the petitioner's acquittal 
Meanwhile the petitioner had hero dis- 
missed from the post of a garden super- 
visor. 

2. It was in that situation that the 
petitioner sought a reference under Sec- 
tion 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act. 
after there was an unsuccessful endeavour 
at condUation, That reference was reftt- 
srf by Government on December 31, 1966 
through an order which reads: ^ 


The Secretary to the Government 
of Mysore. Labour the Mumd- 
pal Admn,. Dept, 

ro 

L Sri B. Siddoji Rao, 

Garden Supervisor. 

Government Spun SDk MTll't. 
Channapatna, 

Bangalore District 
2. The Management 

(^vemment Sptm Silk Mills, 
Channapatna. 

Bangalore District ' 

5ir, 

Endorsement 

Sub: — Industrial dispute between th0 
workmen and Management of 
Government Spun Silk Mills, 
Channapatna, reg: termination oi 
Bervices. 


With reference to the above subject I 
am directed to state that Government con* 
sider that the dispute in Question does noC 
merit reference for adjudication as it was 
proved that the officer was assaulted by 
&e workmen and the diemisMl oi the 
worlmen justified. 

Yours faithfully, 
Sd/. G. Q. Pufohlt 
Under Secretary to Government 
Ic M. A. Department" 

3. In this writ petition which at one 
stage incorporated another* prayer for re-i 
in^tement which has since been deleted 
the only question which we should investi- 
gate is the sustainability of the refusal of 
the reference sought by the petitioner. 

4. We are of the opinion that there 
has been no proper disposal of the ap- 
plication for a reference since the oi^ 
ground on which it was refus^ was that 
in the opinion of Government It was 
proved that the Admiitistrative Officer was 
assaulted by the petitioner. Section 12 
(5) of the Industrial Dispute Act makes 
the communication of the reasons for re- 
fusal of the reference imperative, and It Is 
obvious that there has been no obedience 
to that sub-section since the only reason 
for which the reference was refused fs an 
extraneous one which had no relevance to 
Section 12 (5). 

5. That that Is so is the effect of the 
pronouncement of the Supreme Court In 
State of Bombay v. Krishnan (K. P.). 1960- 
2 Lab U 592 « (AIR 1960 SC 1223) In 
which it was explained that while It may 
be open to Government to refuse a re- 
ference imder Section 12 (5) on the ground 
that the dispute raises a flaVm whldh is 
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stale or opposed to the Act or inconsis- 
tent with any aEreement between the 
parties or that it suffers from infirmities 
of that character, such refusal would be 
impermissible on the groimd that the 
•workman was suilty of some misconduct 
Such refusal could not be founded on the 
alleged misconduct of a workman even if 
Government reached the conclusion that 
that misconduct is proved beyond doubt 

G. In the case before, us. the dispute 
in respect of which a reference was 
sought was a dilute concerning the dis - 
missal of the petitioner on the accusation 
that he assaulted the Administrative Of- 
ficer, and it was not possible for Govern- 
ment to refuse that reference on the basis 
of its own opinion as to the truth of that 
accusation, and especially after the Cri- 
minal Coiirt in which the petitioner was 
prosecuted had ended in his exoneration. 

7. So we quash ^e impugned order of 
Government hy which the reference was 
refused, and we make a direction to Gov- 
ernment that it shall now dispose of the 
application for a reference afresh and in 
accordance ■with law. 

8. No costs. 

Writ allowed. 


MB 1970 liTYSORE 163 (V 57 C 41) 

A. NAEAYANA PAI. J. 

S. H. Kelkar and others, Petitioners v. 
Mandakini Bai and another. Respondents. 

Civil Revn. Peta No. 1218 of 1968. D/- 
31-7-1969. against order of IT AddL Civil 
J., Bangalore City, D/- 16-7-1968. 

Civil P. C, (1908). O. 23. R. 1 and O. 33, 

B. 1 — Suit instituted in forma pauperis 
— Court refusing leave — Plaintiff strik- 
ing off certain reliefs for want of funds 
^ Plaintiff subsequently getting funds — 
Amendment of plaint to include the rc- 
liefa ordered — Strildng off reliefs in the 
case, was not giving up reliefs within the 
meaning of O. 23, K. 1. 

The plaintiff instituted the suit in forma 
patiperis. Y,Tien the Court refused leave, 
•tiie plaintiff, for want of sufficient funds, 
strudr off some of the reliefs she prayed 
for in the suit But the averments in the 
plaint concerning those reliefs remmicd 
Intact Subsequently when the plaintiff 
was in possession of funds, she applied for 
amendment of the plaint to include those 
reliefs. 

Held, permitting the amendment that 
the slriidng off of the reliefs under the 
circumstances of the ca.se was not with- 
dra'wa] of reliefs within the meaning of 
O. 23. R. 1. Further, the Rule conle.mptat- 
cd withdrawal of reliefs sulrecqucnt to the 
institution of the suit The strildng off 
of the reliefs in tlie case was prior to 


pa'yment of court-fee and thus prior to 
the institution of the suit AIR 1949 Pat 
358. Foil (Para 4) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 

(1949) AIR 1949 Pat 358 fV 36) = 

ILR 27 Pat 751. Ram Laxman 
Janki v. Mukund Lai 4 

S. G. Sundaraswamy. for Petitioners; 
G. Dayananda, for Respondent No. 1. 

ORDER: — The suit -was originally 
sought to be instituted in forma pauperis 
with five prayers. On refusal of leave to 
do so, the plaintiff struck off four reliefs 
from the plaint paid coure-fee on the 
fifth relief and Ae suit was register^ ac- 
cordingly. Subsequently when she was in 
possession of sufficient funds to pay the 
court-fee in respect of the omitted reliefs 
also, she applied for amendment by way 
of reinstatement of tiie originally given up 
reliefs. The Civil Judge has granted the 
permission. Hence this Revision Petition 
by the contesting defendants 1 to 3. 

2. Although the reliefs were struck off, 
the original averments in the plaint were 
left intact Hence the opinion of the Ci^^ 
Judge that the reliefs now sought to be 
reinstated flowed from or depended upon 
the averments already in the plaint and 
that therefore, no surprise or serious pre- 
judice can be postulated, is not open to 
any serious criticism. 

3. The only substantial question for 
consideration is whether the striking out 
of the reliefs in the circumstances men- 
tioned above can be equated to withdrawal 
of reliefs within the meaning of Rule 1 
of Order 23 without the permission of the 
(Tourt so as to preclude the plaintiff from 
suing in respect of them. 

4. It is difficult to accept the conten- 
tion that such should be regarded as tiie 
legal effect of striking out reliefs. It will 
be seen that the ■withdra'wal referred to 
in Rule 1 of Order 23 is a withdrawal su^ 
sequent to the institution of a suit. Here, 
striking out of the reh'efs w^as before pay- 
ment of the court-fee. Even without 
striking out the reliefs if a plaint Is pre- 
sented with sufficient court-fee only for 
one of the reliefs, the highest pcnnltv 
which would be visited upon tiic plaintiff 
Is the rejection of the plaint so far as tiic 
prayers not supported by the court-fce 
are concemod. Such rejection docs not 
preclude the plaintiff from instituting a 
fresh suit on the same cause of actioa 
Such ■was the wcw taiccn by a Bcncli of 
the Patna High Court in R.am I.jil;shman 
Janli V. Mukund Lai, AIR 1949 P.-it 35S 
sec para 15 at p. 361 of the Report 

5. There Is therefore, no reason to dis- 
agree with the Civil Judge. 

C, The Rsn’isioa Petition Is. dirminr^A 
Petition dismL'sed, 
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AIR 1970 BITSOKE 164 (V 57 C 42) 

A. R. SOMNATH IYER, A. C. J. 

P. Ramachandra Rao, Appellant v. 
Subramanya and otber^ Respondents. 

Regular Second Appe^ No. 194 of 1965> 
T)l~ 21-8-1969 against Judgment of Ci;dl J» 
SMmoga, D/- 25-9-1964. 

(A) Uxmtation Act (1963), Art. 63 «-« 
li^tatioB Act (1908), Art 144 — Sale of 
undivided sbare of coparcener — Sait for 
possesion of share by deceased par- 
chaser’s son vrithln 12 years of sale 
against some coparceners bat coparcener 
in possession impleaded after 12 years 
Sait beld not barred by limitation 
as possession of coparcener was on behalf 
of plaintiS and not adverse to him — 
(Civfl P. a (1908), O. 7, R. 7). 

Where a coparcener was adjudged fn- 
solvent and his imdivided share was pur- 
chased through OEBcial Receiver by the 
p Taintfff ’g father who died later on and 
subsequently the plaintifl brought the suit 
for possesaon of ^ share ndthin 12 years 
but implead^ the remaining coparcener 
who was actually In possession of the pro- 
perty, as opposite party, after the expiry 
of 12 years Held that said coparcener’s 
plea of adverse possession could not be 
entertained as his possession must be 
deemed to be on behalf of and sot ad- 
verse to the plaintiff’s father. The right 
of purdiaser of undivided share to its 
possession accrues only when the spedfie 
pro p e rty is allotted to him. Tlli then the 
question of adverse possession does not 
arise. AIR 1966 SC 470. FolL; AIR 1916 
Mad m (2) (FB), Bet - (Para 5) 

Sidt lor pcssesdon and not for nartittoD 
was brought in this because the pro- 
perties sold by the Offidal Receiver were 
allotted to the defendant coparcener at a 
settlement between members of the 
fawiil y. Bence there was no substantial 
defect In the frame of suit brought by the 
plaintiff. (Para 6) 

CftrJ F. C. ffsm. 4?. fW* 5. 1 ? — 

Timi tatinn Act (190^, Artide 109 
Claim for past mesne proOts •— Defen- 
dant’s possession till date of Institotian 
of suit for possession on behalf of 
plaintiff ~ Plaintiff's dnitn for past 
mesne proBts has to he disallowed. 

(Pan 7) 

Cases Referred: Chronolocical Paras 
(1966) AIR 1966 SC 470 (V 53) — 

(1966) 1 SCR 628, Manikayala Rao 
V. Narasdmhaswand - 3 

ft916) AIR 1916 Mad 990 (2) (7.3) « 

ILR 39 Mad 811 (FB). Vyapuri v. 
Sonamma Bd Amman! 3 

T. S, Ramadiandra. fop Appellant; E. N. 
Narayan. for Respondents Nos. 1 to 8L 
JUDGMENT:— 'This Is an appeal pre- 
ferred by defendant 3 fr om a decree for 
partition which wa s made by the Qwl 
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Judge in appeal The matei^ facts are 
these: Defendants 1 and 3 were brothers 
and belonged to a Hindu joint family. 
When defendant 1 was adjudged an In- 
fiolvent imder the providons of the Insol- 
vency Act, his right title and Interest in 
his share of the family properties was 
sold by the Official Receiver on April 1, 
1950 and that sale was confirmed. The 
purchaser at that sale was the plaintiff’s 
father in whose favour a sale deed was 
executed by (be Offid^ Receiver on July 
02. 1950. 

2. The suit out of which this appeal 
arises was next brought on July 12. 1962 
for delivery of posse^on to the plaintiff 
of the fifth share which had been pun* 
dtased by his lather. The plaintiff became 
entitled to a fifth share dnee the defen- 
dants’ other brothers are not parties to 
this litigation. 

3. The Cidl Judge negatived the con- 
tention that the suit was barred by limi- 
tation and the plea of limitation was foimd- 
ed almost exdusively upon the fact that 
ft) th<i u gb the suit was brought within 12 
years from the date of the execution of 
the sale deed In favour of the plamtiff’a 
father, defendant 3 was impleaded as a 
party to the suit subsequently and after 
the expiry of 12 years from the date of 
the e^e de^ But the Civil Judge was 
of the opinion that possession of deten* 
dant 3 was possession on behalf of the 
plaintiff's father who bad purchased 
defendant I’s share in the family pro- 
perty and that there could be no bar of 
limitation. 

4- The view taken by the Ci^ Judge 
reedves full support frmn the enimdation 
made by the Supreme Court fn hfanikayala 
Rao V. Narasimhaswaml. AIR 1966 SC 470 
la which Sarkar, J. as he then was deli- 
vering the majority Judgment of the Court 
eald this In the context of the right of a 
purchaser of an undivided share of a 
coparcener In Hindu Joint fanfily pro- 
(ktCt. 

‘'His only right la to sue for partition 
of the property and ask for allotment to 
him of that whldi on partition mi^t bo 
found to fall to the share of the copar- 
cener whose share he had purchased, ffis 
right to possesslon“^uld date.from the 
period when a specific allotment was made 
la his favour." It would, therefore, ap- 
pear that Sivayya was not entitled to pos- 
session till a partition had been made. 
That being so. it is arguable that the 
defendants in the suit could never have 
been in adverse possession of the proper- 
ties as against him as possession could be 
adverse against a person only when he 
was entitled to possesrion. Support for 
this view may be ferund in some of the 
observations in the Madras Full Bench 
case of Vyapuri v. Sonamma BoL 
"Ammani. HJt 39 Mad 811 — (AIR 1916 
Mad 990(2)) (FB)" (Page 473). 
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5. TWs elucidation makes it dear that section Thus, if the father is alive and 
[adverse possession of defendant 3 could a partition of joint fandy properfr^S 
commraced ^a^ the plau^ made between him and his son oflnS 

^s fe^er or after his death against the demand for partition by 

the plamtifi until the plaintiff or his daughter cannot be sustained! 


father became entitled to possesdon, and 
that right to possession could accrue to 
them only when specific property is al- 
lotted to them which is attributable to the 
share of defendant 1 which the plaintiff’s 
father had purchased from tiie Offldal 
Receiver. If the right to possession could 
accrue to him only then, defendant 3 who 
was in possession untU then would be In 
possession on behalf of defendant 1 if 
there had been no sale of his interest, and 
on behalf of the plaintiff’s father and the 
plaintiff after that sale. 

6. It is no doubt true that the'smt 
brought by the plaintiff was not a suit 
for partition but was only a suit for pos- 
session. The reason why the suit was 
brought in that form was that the pro- 
perties the right title and interest of the 
defendant in which were brought to sale 
by the Offidal Receiver, were the proper- 
ties allotted to defendant 3 at a settlement 
between the members of the family, and 
so there was no substantial defect in the 
suit brought by the p l ai n tif f . 

7. I therefore, dismiss this appeal But 
the direction by the Civil Judge in his 
decree that there diould be an ascertdn- 
ment of the past mesne profits claimable 
by the, plaintiff cannot be sustained dnce 
until the date of the institution of the suit 
the possession of defendant 3 on the 
enunciation already made, is, the posses- 
sion of the olaihtiff. and so there can be 
ho claim which could properly be made 
for past mesne profits. So, I delete the 
direction. 

8. JJo costs, _ , 

Decree modified. 


i&JR 1970 IVrreOBE 1G5 (V 57 C 33J 
A. R. SOIVINATH IYER, A. C. J. 

Lakshminarayana, Appellant v. Sara- 
swati and others. Respondents. 

Second Appeal No. 494 of 1965, D/- 25- 
8-1969. from judgment and decree of Civil 
J.. Shimoga, in R. A. No. 143 of 1964. 

Hindu Law Women’s Eights Act (10 of 
1933 Mysore), S. 8 (1) (a). Proviso, CL (ii) 

. — Right of unmarried daughter to demand 
share in family properties is controlled by 
proviso to the Scetjon. 

Although under Section 8 (1) fa) the 
unmarried daughters in a Hindu .Toint 
family have the right to demand a share 
In the family properties when a partition 
of joint family property is made between 
a person and his ron or sons, that right 
is cl early controlled by the proviso lo that 
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unmarried 
(Para 4) 

T. S. Ramachandra, for Appellant; K, S. 
Puttaswamy. for Respondents Nos. 1 & 2. 

JUDGMENT: This appeal is by defen- 
dant 6 which arises out of a suit brought 
by two plaintiffs for a partition of the 
property which belonged to a Hindu joint 
family which was composed of defendant 
1 and defendants 3 to 6. Defendant 1 is 
the father and defendants 3 to 6 are his 
sons. The two plaintiffs and defendant 2 
are his daughters. There was a partition 
on April 19. 1960 between the members 
of the family in which defendant 6 took 
his fifth share and the other members of 
the family remained joint. It is because 
of that partition that the two plaintiffs 
claimed that th^ were also entitled to 
demand a partition in the family proper- 
ties under Section 8 of the Hindu Law 
Women’s Rights Act (Mysore Act 10 of 
1933) which will be referred to as the 
Act 

2. The Munsiff dismissed the suit on 
the ground that the plaintiffs could not 
demand a partition because their father 
was alive. But the Civil Judge allowed 
the appeal and gave the plaintiffs the 
decree which they wanted for partition 
and delivery of possession of their 2/23rd 
share in the family properties including 
the property which had fallen to the 
share of defendant 6. So defendant C ap-! 
peals. 

3. LIr, Ramchandra appearing for 
defendant 6 contends that the decree for 
partition offends against proviso (ii) to 
Section 8 of the Act, He is right in mak- 
ing that submission. 

4. Although .imder Section 8 (1) fa) 
the unmarried daughters in a Hindu Joint 
family have the right to demand a share 
in the family properties when a partition 
of joint family property is made betp'ecn 
a person and his son or sons, that right 
is clearly controlled by the proviso to that 
section, CL (ii) of which reads; 

"Provided always as follows: — 

3 CX xs 

(ii) No female whose husband or father 
is alive shall be entitled to demand a parti- 
tion as against sudi husband or father, as 
the case may be;’’ 

Defendant 1 who is the father of tlic plain- 
tiffs was alive when the suit was brought 
and continues to bo alive. So tiie Ci\il 
Judge was not right in taking the %'lew' 
tJint the dcarnand for the partition by tiie 
plaintiffs could be .su.st.aincd. 

5. So I allov; this nnpeaL But since 
defendant 6 is the only person who ap- 
pealed from the decree made by the Ciril 
Judge, tlio decree tisnt I make is that 
there sliould be a partition and delivery 
of possession to tlio plaintiffs of 8/115 charo 
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which is the share to which they are en- 
tlUed alter eliminatine from the joint 
family property the share of defendant 6 
who alone has appealed from the decree 
of the Chvil Judge. So for the 2/23 share 
as directed by the Civil Judge, I sub- 
stitute a 8/115 share. I also make an 
elucidation that the partition made on 
April 19. 1960 in Exhibit D-5 between 
defendant 6 and other members of the 
family remains unaffected by this decree 
and that defendant 6 shall continue to be 
the absolute owner of the share allotted 
to him at that partition. 

6. Each party will bear his or her own 
costs. 

Appeal allowed. 


AIR 1970 MYSORE 166 (V 57 C 44) 

T. K, TUKOL AND C. HONNIAH. JJ. 
Nagreddy. Petitioner v. Khandappa and 
others. Respondents. 

■Writ Petn. No. 3772 of 1968. D/- 24-9- 
1969. 

Limitation Act (1963), S. S — Section 
does not apply to ete^ion petition (iJed 
before a persona designata — (Panchayats 
— Mysore Village Panchayats (Election of 
the Chairman and the '^ce Chairman) 
Rides (19S9). E. 17 — Election petition, 
filed before blimsUI beyond time — Delay 
cannot be condoned). 

Section 5 of the Limitation Act 1963 is 
not applicable to an application filed 
lore the Munsiff under R. 17 of the Mysore 
Village Fanchavat (Election of the Chair- 
man and the Vice'Chumian) Rules, 1959. 
The scheme of the limitation Act Is that 
It deals only with proceedings taken be- 
fore Coiul. Hence, the delay In tiUng the 
election petition before Mundff who Is 
only a persona deslgnata cannot be con- 
doned. AIR 1969 SC 1335 & AIB 1970 SC 
209. ReL on. (Para 9) 

Cases Referred: Cbronological Paras 

(1970) AIR 1970 SC 209 (V 5D - 
(1969) 1 SCWR 1092. Nityananda 
M. Josh! V. Life Insurance Corpn. 
of India 9 

(1969) AIR 1969 SC 1335 (V 56) — 

Civil Appeals Nos. 170 to 173 of 
1968. D/- 20-3- 1969 = 1969 Lab 
IC 538. Town Munidpal 
Atrani v. Presiding Officer, Labour 
Court, Hubli 6 

(1968) 70 Bom LR 104 = 1068 Mah 
tJ 1 (FB), P. K. Porwal v. l^abour 
Court at Nagpur 6 

K. Jagannath Shetty. for Petitioner; 
Doddakalegowda, Itigh Court Government 
Pleader Aiidcus Curiae, for Respondents. 

TUKOL, J.: — The sole ouestion that 
arises in this writ petition for our ded- 
sion is. whether Section 5 of the Limita- 
tion Act 1963 is applicable to an appllca- 


flon filed before the Munriff cnder R. 17 
of the Mysore Village Panchavat (Elec- 
tion of the Chairman and the Vice-Chair- 
man) Rules, 1959. to be hereinafter re- 
ferr^ to as the "Rules.” 


2. The election for the post of the 
Chairman of the Village Panchayat of 
^llur in Chincholi Taluk. Eiistrid 
Gulbarga. was held on 24-7-1968 and the 
results were published on 24-7-1968. It- 
self. declaring that the present petitioner 
was duly elected as Chairman. Respon- 
dent No. 1 filed an election petition 
Ko. 12/68 before the Munsiff at Chincholi 
on 2-^1968. The present petitioner op- 
posed that application on the ground that 
there was a delay of two days in filing 
the petition and that the petition was 
liable to be dismissed as barred by time. 
The Munsiff took the view that the peti- 
tioner before him was under a bona fide 
belief that a copy of the declaration of the 
results was necessary for the petition and 
that the two days* delay was caused by 
bona fide imstake. since the Rules did not 
require a copy of the declaration of the 
result to be annexed to the petition. He 
accordingly allowed the application and 
adjourned the proceeding and called upon 
the respondents to file their counter to the 
election petitioa It is the legality of this 
order that is required to be decided In 
this writ peti^a 

3. Mr. Jagannatha Shetty. the learned 
Advocate appearing for the petitioner, 
submitted that since the application for 
setting aside the election of the Chairman 
was required to be made to the Munsifl 
as a persona deslgnata and not as a pre- 
ridiiut officer of a Civil Court, the provi- 
dons of Section 5 Of the Limitation Ad 
were not applicable and that the Munsiff 
was in error In condoning the delay of 
two days and setting it down for further 
bearing. 


^ Rule 17 of the Tlules’ lays down; 
'Any member of the panchayat may 
diallenge the validity of the election of the 
Chairman or the 'Vice-Chairman, as the 
case may be. within seven days from the 
date of publication of the result of elec- 
tion under Rule 12 by filing an election 
petition, together with a depodt of Rs. 100 
as security for costa before the Munsifl 
^thin whose territorial jurisdiction the 
village Panchayat is situated 
Explanation: For the purpose of this 
rule. Munsiff means— 

(i) in the Bombay area, Qva Judge, 
Junior Division; , 

(u) In Madras Area, a District MunsifE.” 
The facts are clear from this Rule: (1) The 
application is required to be made before 
the Munsiff. (2) It is to be made within 7 
days from the date of publication of the 
result of the election, under Rule 12. It 
miist be mentioned that the application Is 
not required to be filed in the Court of 
the Munsiff. but to be filed before the 
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Mi msif f indicating that it is to be filed 
before a persona designata. 


5. Since the point did not appear to 
be free from difficulty, Mr. Doddakale 
Gowda was requested to appear as Ami- 
cus Curiae as none appeared on behalf 
of the respondents. He has drawn oui 
attention to a number of decisions of the 
diSermt High Courts, which have taken 
the view that the provisions of the Limi- 
tation Act would be applicable to appli- 
cations filed before a persona diagnata. 
We are thankful to Mr. Doddakale Gowda 
for the assistance he rendered to 
us. However, it is not necessary to 
refer to these decisions since the point is 
concluded by the two decisions of the 
Supreme Court relied upon by Mr. Jagan- 
natha Shetty, learned Advocate appear- 
ing for the petitioner. 

G. In Town Municipal Cotmdl Atram 
v. Presiding Officer, Labour Court, Hubli, 
Civil Appeals Nos. 170 to 173 of 1968, 
decided by the Supreme Court on March 
20. 1969 {reported in AIR 1969 SC 1335), 
their Lordships had to consider whether 
Article 137 of the Limitation Act 1963 
was applicable to an application filed be- 
fore the Labour Court under Sec. 33-C{2) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act' 1947. 
During the course of the iudgraent, their 
Lordships referred to the Full Bench deri- 
sion of the Bombay High Court in P. K. 
Porwal V. Labour Court at Nagpur, (1968) 
70 Bom LR 104 fFB), which look the -view 
that Artide 137 of the Limitation 
Act applies to applications ffied imder 
laws oiher than the Code of Civil Proce- 
dure After referring to the previous 
history and the interpretation of old 
Article 181 and to the preamble of the 
New Limitation Act 1963, their Lord- 
ships concluded: 

'Tt is clear, therefore, that proceedings 
other than suits and purposes connected 
therewith are now covered by the law 
of limitation. Another important change 
to be noticed is tliat in the preamble of 
the old Act, were the words 'limitation 
of suits, appeals and certain applications 
to courts’. Thus the preamble Itself 
limited that Act to certain applications 
onlv and those applications also were 
applications to Cour^ only. That part of 
the preamble is now dropped by the new 
Act. Tliis is the second indication of the 
intention of the LcgLslalure to widen the 
application of tlie new law of iimitation. 
maldng it applicable to all aoplicitions.” 
Pealing vnth this point tl'.eir Lordships 
of the Supreme Court expressed their In- 
nbilitv to agree with the view taken by 
the ^mbay High Court Tlicy stated: 

"Under the old Limitation Act Po 
doubt the long title %s-as 'An act to con- 
Eolidato and amend the law for Ino limi- 
tation of suits and for other purpcccr. 
while in the new Act of 1963. the long 
title is 'An Act to consohdats and amend 
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the law for the limitation of suits and 
other proceedings and for purposes cou- 
nted therewith'. In the long title, thus, 
the words, ’other proceedings^ have been 
added; but we do not think that this addi- 
tion necessarily implies that the Limita- 
tion Act is intended to govern proceedings 
before any authority, whether executive 
or quasi-judicial, when, earlier, the old 
Act was intended to govern proceedings 
before civil Courts only. It is also true 
that the preamble which existed in the 
old Limitation Act of 1908 has been omit- 
in the new Act of 1963. The omis- 
rion of the preamble does not, however, 
indicate that there was any intention of 
the legislature to change the purposes 
for which the Limitation Act has been 
enforced. _ The Bombay High Court also 
attached importance to the circumstances 
that the scope of the new Limitation Act 
has been enlarged by changing the defi- 
nition of ’applicant’ in S. 2(a) of the new 
Act so as to include even a petitioner and 
the word ’application’ so as to include a 
petition. The question still remains whe- 
ther this alteration can be held to be In- 
tended to authorities other than Courts. 
We are unable to find any provision in 
the new Limitation Act, which would 
justify holding that these changes in defl- 
tion were intended to make the limita- 
tion Act applicable to proceedings before 
bodies other than Courts.’’ 

7. Another derision relied upon hy 
the learned counsel for the petitioner 6 
Nityananda 11 Joshi v. Life Insurance 
Corporation of India. (1969) 1 SCWR 1092 
= (AIR 1970 SC 209). In that case also 
their Lordships had to consider the appli- 
cability of Article 137 of the Limitation 
Act 1963 to an application by employees 
under Section 33-C of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act After referring to the deci- 
sions quoted above, their Lordships reite- 
rated the same riew and affirmed the 
earlier view as regards the applicability 
of the provisions of the Limitation Act 
onlv to proceedings taken before civil 
Court 'ITiis is what they have stated In 
para 3 (of SCWR) = (Para 3 of AIR): 

"Further S. 4 of the Lmitation Act 
1963. provides for the contingency v.'hen 
the prescribed period for any application 
caeptres on a holiday and the only contin- 
gency contemplated is Svhen the Court 
is closed’. Again under S. 5 it is otily a 
Court which is enabled to admit .an appli- 
cation after tlie prescribed period has ex- 
pired if Die Court is satisfied tiiai the 
applicant had sufficient cause for not pre- 
ferring the .applications. It seems to us 
that the scheme of the Indi.an Limitation 
Act is that it only deals witii .appHcations 
to Courts, and that the Labour Court Is 
not a Court within the Indian Limitation. 
Act, 1963’’. 

In view ol t-he law laid down by the 
Supreme Court, we hold that Section 5 
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ol the limitation Act 1963 Is not appli- 
cable to a proceeding Initiated on an 
application under Buie 17 of the ‘Rules* 
and that the Munsifl ought to have di^ 
missed application as barred by time. 

10. In the result, we allow this writ 
petitloa and the order passed by the Mun- 
Eifi is set aside. Since the Munslg has 
decided the application on a preliminary 
point and feed it for further hearing, we 
think that it Is appropriate that he thould 
pass the final order In the case. There- 
fore, the Munriff is directed to dismiss 
the petition and pass suitable orders as 
to costs before him. Ko costs in this 
Court 

Writ petition allowed. 


Am 1970 BI7S0RE 168 (V 57 C 45) 

G. K. GQVINDA BHAT AND 
B. VENKATASWAMI, JJ. 

P. Cheradappa Pal, Petitioner v. Agri- 
cultural Income-Tax Officer. Puttur, Res- 
pondent 

Writ Petes. Nos. 1769 and 1770 of 1967. 
D/- lW-1970. 

(A) Hindu law — Partition — Partial 
or complete — Test Partition deed — 
CoostmctioQ— lotestiott to separate of tho 
members clear ~ Portion of joint family 
property not divided — Presumption b 
that members bold it as teQanta-ln>com« 
iDon — Assessment of member ns Joint 
family, for agric^toral income-fax, would 
not be valid — (blysore Agricultural In- 
come-tax Act (22 of 1957). S. 3(3)). 

A partition is s^d to be partial as to 
the property where the members of a 
Joint family make a division and sever- 
ance of interest in respect of a part of 
the Joint estate, while retailing th^ 
status as a joint family and holding the 
rest as the properties of a joint and un- 
divided family. Where there Is evidence 
to show that the parties Intended to seven 
then the joint family status Is put an end 
to. and with regard to any portion of the 
property which remained imdirided the 
presumption would be that the members 
of the family would hold it as tenants-In- 
common unless and until a special agree- 
ment to hold as Joint tenants Is proved. 
The true test of partition of property 
according to Hindu law Is the Intentioa 
of the members of the family to become 
separate owners and that Intention being 
the real test, it follows that an agree- 
ment between the members of a joint 
family to hold and enjoy the proper^ in 
defined shares as separate owners ope- 
rates as a partition, although there may 
have been no actual divirion of the pro- 
perty by metes and bounds. Mulla's 
Hindu Law. 13th Edn., p. 331 ^id (186ffi 
ai Moo Ind App 75 (90), Foil. (Para 4) 
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G, the kartha of a Joint Hindu family, 
enter^ Into a registered partnership deed 
in. 1958 with his four sons — C (the peti- 
tioner) ajffi C’s three brothers. The joint 
family, at the rime of the partition, own- 
ed Iwds and other prop^es. All the 
properifies of the family (except the 
areca gardens and the outstanding proper- 
ties) were ;»rtltioned by metes and boim(^ 
and were allotted to the shares of each 
member. Some properties were allotted 
jointly to the shares of C and his three 
brothers. The partition deed stated that 
In the areca gardens and the outstandings, 
only C and his three brothers had rights 
and that G had not Interest. It further 
stated that C and his brothers should 
enjoy the said properties on the basis of 
rights: 

Held, on construction of the partidon 
Beed, that there was a complete partition 
pnd not a partial partition. All the pro- 
perties belonging to the joint family of 
which G was the kartha, before the date 
of partition, were divided. After the 
partition, the areca gardens or the out- 
standing properties did not remain as the 
Joint and undivided properties of the 
parties to the deed. The areca gardens 
were not divided for the reason that they 
liad been granted on long term leases 
tmder regi^red documents before the 
date ol the partition deed and the family 
had only the right to receive the rents. 
The rights of C, the petitioner, and his 
thr^ brothers were clearly defined as 
equal. Therefore it was dear tfet the 
areca gardens did not rmnaln as the 
family properties but as the properties ol 
the lour brothers as tenants-In-common. 

. (Para 4) 

When the properties were held as 
fenants-ln-common. C, the petitioner, 
could not be assessed under Mysore Agri- 
cultural Income-tax Act, 1957, In the 
ctatus of kartha of a Hindu undivided 
family consisting of himself and his three 
yoimger brothers. The petiimner and bis 
brothers should have been assessed as 
lenants-in-common. (Para 4} 

(B) IMysore Agricultural Income-Tax 
'Act (32 of 1957), Schedule, Fart, I Pro- 
viso Person having undivided one- 
fonrtb share in areca gardens measuring 
I3.2T acres held in common with three 
brothm — Case of such person does not 
fall within Proviso to Part I of Schedule. 

By virtue of the proviso to Part I of 
the Schedule, a person who derives agri- 
cultural income from 5 acres or less of 
areca garden is not chargeable to tax. 

.... , . para 6) 

Where imder a partition deed between 
the kartha of a joint Hindu family and 
his four sons (including petitioner) areca 
gardens measuring 13.27 acres were allot- 
ted jointly to the shares of the petitioner 
and his three brothers, in which each 
brother (induding the petitioner) bad a 
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ith share, but the gardens •were not divid- 
ed by metes and bounds between the 
brothers, the petitioner cannot say that 
he derives agricultural income from 3.31 
acres (|th share of 13.27 acres) of areca 
gardens only; he derives agricultiual in- 
come from 13.27 acres of areca garden, 
but his interest is a l/4th share. In such 
cases, a person having an undivided inte- 
rest in properties held in common cannot 
contend that his share, if partitioned out 
by metes and bounds, would fall below 
the taxable limit. Since the petitioner 
derives agricultural income from 13.27 
acres of areca garden, although his inte- 
rest therein is |th share, he does not fall 
within the proviso to Part I of the Sche- 
dule to the Act. (Para 5) 

Cases Referred : Chronological Paras 
(1866) 11 Moo Ind App 75=8 WRPC 1, 

Appovier v. Rama Subba Aiyan 4 

U. L. Narayana Eao, for Petitioner 
(in both appeals); S. R. Rajasekhara 
Murthy, Govt. Pleader, for Respondent. 

G. K GOVINDA BHAT, J.:— These 
two writ petitions arise tmder the Mysore 
Agricultural Income-Tax Act, 1957, here- 
inafter called the Act, pursuant to a 
notice issued on 26th September 1966, 
the petitioner filed two returns for the 
assessment years 1965-66 and 1966-67 
furnishing only the extent of the areca 
gardens hrom which he deriwd agricul- 
tural income with their survey and sub- 
divisiononumbers; but he did not fumirii 
the particulars of the income, expenses 
etc. In response to the Form No. 5 
notice, the petitioner appeared before 
the respondent and produced before him 
copies of a registered partition deed dated 
loth January 1958 and three term lease 
deeds in respect of the areca gardens from 
which income is derived. On perusri of 
the documents produced by the petitioner 
and hearing his contentions, the respon- 
dent came to the conclusion that tliere 
was only a partial partition in the family 
under the partition deed dated 10th Janu- 
ary 1958 and that in respect of the pro- 
perties described in Schedule F_ of the 
partition deed there was no partition and 
the family held the properties as joint 
family properties. On the basis that the 
status of the Assessee is that of the Hindu 
imdirided family, the respondent com- 
puted the income derived from the areca 
gairions in question for tlie assesmient 
years 1965-66 and 1966-67 £md levi^ 
agricultural income-tax. Aggrieved by 
the said order, the petitioner tos 
preached this Court for relief under Arti- 
de 225 of the Constitution of Inoia. 

2. The first ground urged in support 
of the writ petitions by Sri U. L. Nara- 
yana Rao, the learned counsel for the 
peUUoncr is that the petitioner 
agricultural income from land which is 
not more than 50 acres of eighth dass of 


land spedfied in Part H of the Schedule 
to the Act, and therefore no agricultural 
income-tax is payable imder the Act 
The second ground is that the respondent 
on an erroneous construction of the parti- 
tion deed, has_ held that there vras only 
a partial partition and that the areca 
gardens comprised in Schedule F of the 
partition deed are owned by the peti- 
tions as kartha of his Hindu imdivided 
famil y consisting of the petitioner and 
1^ brothers, and that on a true construc- 
tion of the partition deed it should be 
held that the petitioner and his three 
brothers^ own the areca gardens as 
tenants-in-common. 

3. The total extent of the areca gar- 
dens comprised in Schedule F of the 
partition deed is 13-27 acres. Under the 
partition deed, the said areca gardens, 
which at the time of partition had been 
granted on long term leases, were not 
divided by metes and boim^, but were 
allotted to the shares of the petitioner 
and his three younger brothers and each 
of the brothers held a l/4th share. 

4. In order to appreciate the conten- 
tions urged in these writ petitions, it is 
necessary to refer to the terms of the 
registered partition deed dated 10th Janu- 
ary 1958. That was a partition deed 
entered into between Gopda Pai and his 
fotu: sons, viz., Cherdappa Pai, Vittal Pai, 
Venkatesha Pai and Narasimha PaL The 
joint family of the said Gopala Pai, at 
the time of the partition, owned lands 
and other properties. All the properties 
of the family except the areca gardens 
described in Schedide F and the outstand- 
ings described in Schedule G were parti- 
tioned by metes and bounds and the pro- 
perties described in Schedules A. B, C, D 
and E w'ere respectivelj’' allotted to the 
shares of Gopala Pai, Cherdappa Pai, 
Vittal Pai, Venkatesha Pai and Nara- 
simha Pai. The B and C schedule pro- 
perties were allotted jointly to the shares 
of the petitioner Cherdappa Pai and his 
three brothers. The partition deed states 
that in the F and G schedule properties 
only parties Nos. 2 to 5 to the document 
have rights and that party No. 1 Gopala 
Pai has no interest. It further states 
that parties Nos. 2 to 5 shall enjoy tlie 
said properties on the basis of equal 
rights. It is dear, on a perusal of the 
partition deed, that there was a complete 
partition and not a partial partition ar 
held by the respondent A partition is 
said to be partial as to the properly where 
the members of a joint familj* make a 
division and severance of Interest in re> 
pect of a part of the joint c.state. while 
retdnmg their status as a joint family 
and holding tlm rest as the properties of 

a joint and undivided tsmily. Vide 
MuUa’s Hindu Lsivr, ISih Edition, p, 3EI. 
The same learned author further ctate-r 
that where there is evidence to chow thaP 
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the parties intended to sever, then the 
Joint £a^y status is put an end to. and 
wi* regard to any portion of the pro- 
perty which remained undivided the pre- 
sumption would be that the members of 
the family would hold it as tenants-in- 
common unless and imtil a spedai agree- 
ment to hold as Joint tenants is proved, 
it has been laid down by the Judidal 
Committee of the Privy Coundl In Ap- 
povier v. Baina Subba Aiyan. (1866) 11 
hloo Ind App 75 at p. 90 that the true 
test of partition of property according 
to Hindu Law is the intention of the 
members of the family to become sepa- 
rate owners and that intention being the 
real test, it follows that an agreement 
between the members of a ioint family 
to hold and enjoy the property in defined 
shares as separate owners operates as a 
partition, al^ough there may have been 
no actuad division of the property by 
metes and bounds. In the in^nt ca^ 

( all the properties belonging to the Joint 
family of which Gopala Pal was the 
Rartha, before the date of partition, were 
divided. After the partition, the F sche- 
dule properties or the G schedule pro- 
perties did not remain as the joint and un- 
’divided properties of the parties to the 
deed. The F schedule properties were fiot 
divided for the reason that they had been 
[granted on long term leases under three 
{registered dooiments before the date ‘of 
the partition deed and the family had only 
the right to receive the rents. The rights 
of the petitioner and his three brothers 
were clearly defined as eguaL Therefore 
it is clear that the F sdiedule properties 
did not remain as the family properties 
but as the properties of the lour brothers 
as tenants-in-conunon. 

When the properties are held as 
tenants-in-common, the petitioner cannot 
be assessed in the status of a Hindu 
undivided family. The appropriate pro- 
vision for assessment of persons holding 
property as tenants-in-common and deriv- 
ing agriofitural income as defined under 
the Act is sub-section (3) of Section 3 of 
the Act. Section 3 is the charging sec- 
tion under the Act and sub-section (31 
states that in the case of persons holding 
property as tenants-in-common and de- 
riving agricultural income, the tax shall 
be assessed at the rate applicable to the 
;agricultural income of each,- tenant-in- 
common. Therefore, the respondent was 
clearly in error in treating the petitioner 
as Kaxtha of a Hindu undivided family 
consisting of himself and his three 
younger brothers. The , petitioner and 
bis brothers should have been assessed 
as tenants-in-common and not in the 
status of a Hindu undivided lamily. 


areca garden is 13.27 acres tn which the 
petitioner has a I/4th share and therefore 
tile sh^ of the petitioner is ^31 acres 
of areca garden which is less than 5 acres 
of ^e second class specified in Fart H 
of the Schedule. Areca gardens come 
under the second class in Part H. One 
acre of areca garden is equal to 10 acres 
of the eighth class of land. Therefore, U 
Is contended that under the proviso to 
Part I of the Schedule, the petitioner is 
not chargeable to tax. The relevant pro- 
viso to Part I of the Schedule to the Act 
states that no agricultural income-tax 
shall be payable by a person who derives 
agricultural income from land not more 
than fifty acres of the eighth class of land 
or an e^ent equivalent thereto consisting 
of any one or more of the classes of land 
specified in Part IL By virtue of the 
said proviso a person who derives agri- 
cultural income from 5 acres or less of 
areca garden is not chargeable to tax. 
We have already referred to the partition 
deed under which the F schedule areca 
gardens were allotted jointly to the shares 
of the petitioner and his brothers. The 
total extent of the said areca gardens Is 
13-27 acres in which the petitioner has a 
l/4tb share. The said areca gardens have 
not been divided by metes and botmdi, 
between the petitioner and his three 
brothers. Therefore, the petitioner can- 
not say that he derives agricultural In- 
come from 3-31 acres of areca garden 
only; be derives agricultural income from 
13.27 acres of areca garden, but his Inte- 
rest is a l/4th share. In such cases, a 
person having an undivided interest in 
properties held in coznmon cannot con- 
tend that his share if partitioned out by 
metes and bounds, woidd fall below the 
taxable limit. Since the petitioner de- 
rives agricultural Income from 13.27 
acres of areca garden although his Inte- 
rest therein is l/4th share, he does not 
fall within the proviso to Part I of the 
-Schpdul? If* ihp .Art nha’afansj wa 
reject the first contention urged by the 
learned coimsel for the petitioner. 

6. The petition succeeds on the second 
ground urged by the petitioner, viz., that 
the respondent is In error fn assessing the 
p^tioner in the status of a Hindu ua- 
diwded family. That being a clear error 
apparent on the face of the record, we 
quash the impugned orders of assessment 
made by the respondent. The - respon- 
dent is at liberty to assess the petitiraier 
and his brothers for the relevant assess- 
ment years in accordance with law and 
fa the light of this judgment. 

7. No costs. 

Petition allowed 


5. In regard to the first ground, the 
argument pf the learned coue^ for tiie 
Ttetitioner is that the total extent of the 
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AIR 1970 MYSORE 171 (V 57 C 4G) 
M. SADASIVAYYA AND 
D. M. CHANDRASHEKHAR. JJ. 

P. Janardhana She^ and another. 
Petitioners v. The Union of India by 
Secretary to the Government of India, 
Ministry of Home Affairs, New Delhi and 
others. Respondents. 

Writ Petns. Nos. 1737, 1872 and 2209 
of 1966. D/- 24-12-1969. 

(A) Industrial Disputes Act (1947), 
S. 2-A and Preamble — S. 2-A is not in- 
consistent with the object of the Act — 
Scope and object of Act, indicated — 
Purpose of Preamble — Conflict between 
Preamble and Section — Section prevails 
— (Constitution of India, Art. 245) — 
(Civil P. C. (1908), Preamble — Interpre- 
tation of Statutes — Preamble). 

A section of an Act cannot be said to 
be inconsistent with, and repugnant to 
the object of the Act The scope and 
scheme of an Act can only be gathered 
from the provisions contained in the Act 
It is not permissible to say what the 
scope and scheme of an Act are by read- 
ing certain provisions only of that Act 
and then to say certain other provisions 
of that Act are not in harmonv with such 
scope or scheme. To ascertain the scope 
and scheme of an Act one has to look 
Into all the provisions therein, 

(Para 15) 

Just as a proviso to a Section may con- 
tain an exception to the rule set out in 
the main part of that Section, certain 
section or sections of an Act may also 
provide for an excepnon to the general 
scheme contained in the other provisions 
of that Act. Just as the main part of a 
section and the proviso thereto, must be 
read together to ascertain the scope of 
that section, the rule contained in some 
sections of an Act and exception contain- 
ed in other section or sections of that Act, 
together constitute the scheme of that 
Act (Para 16) 

It is true that the provisions of the 
Act other than Section 2-A. provide for 
settlement of disputes between an em- 
ployer and employees collectively and not 
disputes between an employer and an 
individual employee, unless such dispute 
is espoused or sponsored by the Union of 
emnlovees or a considerable body of em- 
ployees and that Section 2-A maltcs an 
exception to sudi rules. But _ on that 
score Section 2-A cannot be said to be 
inconsistent \vith or repugnant to the Act 

(Para 17) 

That Section 2-A was not in the Act 
when it was originally enacted, but was 
introduced subseauently by me.ans of the 
Amending Act, c.an make no difference 
for a.scertaining whctltcr there Is anv in- 
consistency or repugnancy. AIR 1952 
SC 324. Applied, (Para 18) 
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As the long title and Preamble of the 
Act indicate, the main object of the Act 
IS to make provision for investigation 
md settlement of industrial disputes. It 
is not correct to start with any precon- 
ceived notion that the Act is intended 
to give effect to the concept of collective 
bargaining only and that anything whiA 
IS not a part of collective bargaining, is 
outside the scope of the Act The words, 
Thdustrial Dispute’, occurring in the pre- 
amble of the Act are wide enough to 
cover a dispute between an employer and 
a ^gle employea There is no reason 
to infer that Section 2-A which provides 
for settlement of individual dilutes be- 
tween an _ employer and an individual 
employee in certain circumstances, is out- 
side the scope indicated in the Preamble, 
namely investigation and settlement of 
industrial disputes, AIR 1957 SC 104, 
Ret (Para 19) 

Moreover, the Preamble of an Act is 
merely intended to indicate the main pur- 
pose_ of Act and does not cover the entire 
ambit or the Act; the Preamble cannot 
control the meaning or scope of any sec- 
tion in that Act; and when there is con- 
flict betxveen Preamble and the enacting 
portion, the latter shall prevail. 

(Para 20) 

(B) Civil P. C, (1908), Preamble — 
Interpretation of Statutes — Ultra vires 
— Meaning of — To say that section of 
Act is ultra vires the Act, is misnomer — 
(Words and Phrases — "Ultra Wires”) — 
(Constitution of India, Preamble and 
Art. 254.) 

The term, 'ultra wres’, simply means 
beyond powers or lack of power. An act 
is said to be ultra vires when it is In ex- 
cess of the power of the person or autho- 
rity doing it When it is said that a legis- 
lative enactment or anv of its provisions, 
is ultra vires of the Constitution, it means 
that the Legislature which purported to 
enact it exceeded the power conferred 
on it (the Legislature) under the Constitu- 
tion. \\Tien it is .said that a rule is ultra 
wres of the Act. it means that the autho- 
rity which purported to make the rule, 
exceeded the power conferred on it fsuen 
authority) under the Act. (Para 22) 

A Section of an Act cannot be ultra 
vires of the Act That section Is enacted 
by the same Legislature which cn.aetrd 
the rest of the Act. Tliat Legislature did 
not derive from that Act its power to 
enact lliat Section. On the other hand 
that Act is ns much a creature of the 
Legislatiiro ns that section. It is mi.mo- 
mer to say th.-.t a section of an Act is 
ultra rin;.s of that Act. (Parr: Z31 

(O Civil P. C n0P3). Prermb?- — 
Validity of nn Act or Keefion of an Act — 
Tests, indicated — (Conslitalion of Indi.a, 
Preamble). 

llTten the validity of r.n Act ir calM 
In questien, Uie flrst thing lor the Court 
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should have a retrospective operation, it 
must unquestionably be so construed 
even though the consequences may ap- 
pear unjust and hard. 

A statute is not to be construed to have 
a greater retrospective operation than its 
language renders necessary. The retros- 
pective efiect of a statute may be partial 
in its operation. 

If a statute is in its nature a declara- 
tory Act, it is retrospective even if it 
takes away previous rights. fPara 47) 

_ A statute is not necessarily retrospec- 
tive because a part of the requisites for 
its action, is dravm from a time antece- 
dent to its passing. The use of the pre- 
sent tense ^one is not sufficient to infer 
that the statute does not apply to past 
event also: it is one of the relevant fac- 
tors in ascertaining whether the Legisla- 
ture intended that the stetute shoidd 
apply to past events, conduct or facts 
also. (Para 64) 

It is an invariable rule that a statute 
does not operate retrospectively when 
the power conferred on it, is based on 
facts, events or conduct anterior to its 
enactment. AIR 1965 SC 1206, Relied 
on. (Para 65) 

A substanti’ve right cannot be taken 
away retrospectively unless the law ex- 
pressly states so or there is a clear intend- 
ment, AIR 1969 SC 1187, Belied on. 

(Para 71) 

The question whether a statutory pro- 
vision has or had no retrospective opera- 
tion, does not depend upon what the 
Government is or is not likely to do in 
its discretion. (Para 73) 

(F) Industrial Disputes Act (1947), 
S. 2-A — Section create new rights — 
Adjudication by Industrial^ - Court and 
ordinary Civil Court — - Distinction. 

An Industrial Tribunal or Labour Court 
not merely adjudicates existing rights and 
liabilities but can also create new rights 
and liabilities and enforce them. While 
imder the ordinary law, a workman dis- 
charged, dismissed or retrenched, cm 
only get compensation for wrongful dis- 
missal, an Industrial Tribunal or Laboim 
Court can order reinstatement of sum 
workman together with bads wages. It 
cannot be said that Section 2-A merely 
deals with a procedural matter. 

(Para 67) 

(G) Industrial Disputes Act (1917). 

S. 2-A — Section has no retrospective 
operation — 19G3 (2) LLJ 18G (DcUu), 
Dissented from. . 

Section 2-A has no application to dis- 
charge, dismissal, retrenchment or temu- 
natioa of services of an indiridual 
roan, which took place prior to See. 2-A 
coming into force. (1961) 3 All ER 20^ 
Belied on. Case Law Bcf- (1969) 2 Lab 
U 186 (Delhi), Dissented from. 

(Para 791 
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Chronological 

(1969) AIR 1969 SC 1187 (V 56)= 

1969-2 SCJ 661, Ranjit Chandra 
Chaudhaiy v. Mohitosh Mukhar- 
3ee ‘71 

(1969) 1969-2 Lab LJ 186=19 Fac 
LR 1 (Delhi), National Producti- 
vity Council V. S. N. Kaul 63 

(1968) 1968 Lab IC 1259 (Punj), 

Gopal Paper klills Ltd. v. State 
of Haryana 

(1968) AIR 1968 SC 658 (V 55)= 

(1968) 2 SCR 165, Income-Tax 
Officer, Assam v. Lawrence Singh 41 

(1965) AIR 1965 SC 1206 (V 52)= 

1965-2 SCR 205, Bashiruddin v. 

B. S. S. Majlis Awaqf 
(1965) AIR 1965 SC 1491 (V 52) = 

1965-2 SCR 36, Kapurchand v. 

B. S. Grewal 

(1965) AIR 1965 J & K 78 (V 52) = 

1965 (2) Cri U 359, Sk. Gulam 
V. State of J, & K. 62 

(1964) AIR 1964 SC 464 (V 51) = 

1964 (1) Cri U 310, Sajjan Singh 
V. State of Punjab 57 

(1964) AIR 1964 SC 600 fV 51) = 

1964-.5 SCR 683. Motiram Dekha 
V. N. E. Frontier Railway 40 
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V. Viswanath Rai. for Petitioners fin 
all Appeals); E. S. Venkataramalah, for 
Respondents Nos. 1 to 3; Sathya Murthy, 
for Respondent No. 4 {in No. 2209/C6). 
M. N. Farooki, for Respondent Na 4 (in 
No. 1872766). 

CHANDRASHEKHAB, J.:— These 
three petitions are similar and they raise 
cormnon questions of law. They relate to 
the disputes arisins out of termination of 
services of Individual workmen by their 
respective employers who are the peti- 
tioners herein. 

2. In these petitions, the petitioners 
have asked for strikinc down Section 2-A 
of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 {here- 
inafter referred to as the Act). They 
have also imputed the conciliation pro- 
ceedings pending before the Labour & 
Conciliation Officer. Bangalore, (herein- 
after referred to as the Concilia tion Offi- 
cer) in respect ol such disputes. 

3. Respondent 4 In each of these peti- 

tions whose services were terminated, 
preferred an appeal under Section 39 of 
the Mysore Shops and Commercial Esta- 
blishments Act, 1961, (hereinafter refer- 
red to as the Shops St Establishments 
Act), before the Commissioner of Labour 
in Mysore (hereinafter referred to as the 
Cominissloner). who is the Appellant 
Authority under the said Act Alter 
Section 2-A was inserted in the Act by 
the Industrial Disputes (Amendment) Act. 
1965, (Central Act XXXV of 1965). the 
CommUtioner Issued a Circular (marked 
Exhibit HI In such of these petitions) In 
which it was stated that a wor kman viho 
Is removed or disnussed from service by 
his employer can get better reliefs under 
the provisions of the Act than under the 
provisions of the Shops and Establish- 
ments Act. The Circular advised work- 
men who had preferred appeals under 
Section 39 of the Shops Est->hlish- 

ments Acti to consider the dearabiuty of 
withdrawing such appeals and approadi- 
ing the Conciliation Officer for taWno up 
the matter under the provisions of the 
Act 

_ 4. Respondent 4 in each of these peti- 
tions made an application for withdraw- 
ing his respective appeal preferred under 
Section 39 of the Shops and Establish- 
ments Act Thereafter the Commissioner 
directed the Conciliation Officer to take 
up the condliation proceedings In respect 
of disputes between the respective em- 
ployers and the employees relating to 
their dismissal or removal service. 

Accordingly the Condliation Officer i^- 
ed to the petitioner and the respondent 4 
in each of these petitions, notices under 
Section 12(1) of the Act. read with R. 10 
of the Industrial Disputes (Mysore) Rules. 
1957. requiring them to attend the pren- 
ceedings before him. Feeling aggrieved 
by such notices, the petitioners have pre- 
sented these petitions. 


5. Mr. Viswanath Rai, learned counsd 
for the petitioners in all these petitions, 
advanced the following contentions: 

(i) Section 2-A of the Act is ultra vires 
of tire Act 

(ii) Sec. 2-A is violative of Art 14 of 
the Constitution; 

fiii) Section 2-A has no application to 
a dispute arising from discharge, dismis- 
sal. retrenchment or termination of ser- 
vices, made prior to 1-1^1965; 

(iv) The Commissioner should have 
disposed of the appeals under Section 39 
of the Shops and Establishments Act; 

(v) The Commissioner should not have 
issued the Circular. Exhibit III; 

(vi) The (fommissioner had no compe- 
tence to direct the Condliation Officer to 
take up conciliation proceedings under 
Sec 12(1) of the Act; and 

(vii) The Condliation Officer has no 
Itxrisdidtion to take up condliation pro- 
ceedings. 

6. In order to appredate these conten- 
tions of Mr. Viswanath Rai, it is neces- 
sary to set out certain provisions of the 
Act. 

7. The long title of the Act reads: 

•'An Act to make provision for the In- 
vestigation and settlement of industrial 
disputes, and for certain other purposes.' 

The preamble of the Act reads 

TVhereas it is expedient to make provl-. 
Sion for the Investigation and settlement 
of industrial disputes, and for certain 
other purposes hereinafter appearing, it 
Is hereby enacted as follows 

8. Section 2 of the Act contains defi- 
nitions of certain words and expressions 
occurring in the Act. Clause (k) of Sec- 
tion 2 d^nes Hndustrial dispute* as any 
dispute or difference between employers 
and workmen, or between workmen and 
workmen, which is connected with the 
employment or non-employment or the 
terms of employment or with tiie condi- 
tions of labour, of any person. 

Section 2-A was insert in the Act by 
the Industrial Disputes (Amendment) Act. 
1965. (Central Act XXXV of 1965) which 
come into force from 1-12-1965. Sec- 
tion 2-A reads: — 

2-A. Dismissal, etc., of an individual 
workman to be deemed to be an Indus- 
trial Dispute.-— 

Where any employer discharges, dis- 
misses, retrenches or otherwise termi- 
nates the services of an individual work- 
man, any dispute or difference tetweer 
that workman Md his employer connect- 
ed with, or arising out of, sueffi discharge 
dismissal, retrenchment or termination, 
^all be deemed to be an Industrial dis- 
pute notwithstanding that no other work- 
man nor any union of worbnen is a parts 
to the dispute 

Section 2fd) of the Act defines ‘Conci- 
liation Officer* as a rywHtinttmi Officer 
appointed under the Act 
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Se<^on 12 sets out the duties of Con- 
ciliation Officers. 

Sub-section (1) of Section 12 provides, 
inter alia, that where an industrial dis- 
pute exists or is apprehended, the Con- 
ciliation Officer may hold conciliation 
proceedinss in the prescribed manner. 

9. Before insertion of Section 2-A, the 
provisions of the Act were construed as 
having application to settlement of dis- 
putes involving the rights of workmen 
as a class and not disputes which merely 
touch individual rights of a single work- 
man. In other words, such dispute must 
be between an employer on the one hand 
and the employees acting coUectivelv on 
the other hand, 

10. The meaning of the expressions 
ffiidustrial dispute’ before the insertion 
of Section 2-A in the Act, has been elu- 
cidated thus by the Supreme Coint in 
D. N. Banerji v. P. E. Mukharjee, AIE 
1953 SC 58 at p. 61: 

"The words 'industrial dispute’ convey 
the meaning to the ordinary mind that 
the dispute must be such as would affect 
large groups of workmen and employers 
ranged on opposite sides on some general 
questions on which each group is bound 
together by a community of interests — 
such as wages, bonuses, allowances, peri- 
rions, provident fimd, number of work- 
ing’ horns per week, holidays and so on 
Even wi& reference to a business that is 
carried on, we would hardly think of 
saying that there is an industrial dispute 
where the employee is dismissed by his 
employer and the dismissal is questioned 
as vtrrongfuL But at the same time, hav- 
ing regard to the modem conditions of 
society where capital and labour have 
organised themselves into groups for the 
purpose of fighting their disputes and 
settling them on the basis of the theory 
that in union is strength, and collective 
bargaining has come to stay, a single em- 
ployee's case might develop into an in- 
dustrial dispute, when as often happens, 
it is taken up by the trade imion, of which 
he is a member, and there is a concerted 
demand by the employees for redress. ’ 

11. Again in Central Provinces Trans- 
port Service Ltd. v. Raghunath Gopal 
Patwardhan. AIR 1957 SC 101, Venkata- 
rama Iyer, J.. who spoke for the Court, 
said at p. 109: 

"Notwithstanding that the language of 
See. 2fk) is wide enough to cover a_ dis- 
L pute between an employer and a single 
employee, the scheme of the Industrial 
Disputes Act does appear to contemplate 
that the machinery provided therein 
should be .set in motion to settle only dis- 
putes %vhich involves the rinhts of vror^- 
men as a class and that a dispute touch- 
ing the individual rights of a workman 
was not intended to be the subject of an 
adjudication under the Act, when the 


same had not been taken up by the Union 
or a number of workmen.’’ 

12. But Section 2-A has brought about 
a substantial change in the scope and 
scheme of the Act by enabling an indi- 
vidual workman, unaided fay the Union 
of employees or considerable section of 
the employees, to raise an industrial dis- 
pute if such dispute is in respect of his 
discharge, dismissal, retrenchment or 
termination of his sendees. 

13. Mr. Viswanath Rai submitted that 
the prorisions of the Act are intended to 
give effect to the concept of collective 
bargaining by employees and that before 
the mtroduction of Section 2-A, the Act 
provided for settlement of disputes be- 
tween workmen as a class and their em- 
ployer and not for settlement of a dis- 
pute between an employer and an indi- 
vidual workman. 

Mr. Visv^anath Rai argued that S. 2-A 
which enables an individual workman to 
raise an industrial dispute, in certain dr-, 
cumstances. is inconsistent with, and re-’ 
pugnant to the concept of collective bar- 
gaining embodied In the Act and hence 
Section 2-A must be held to be ultra 
vires of the Act. 

14. We are unable to see how a Sec- 
tion of an Act can be said to be inconsist- 
ent with, and repugnant to the concept 
of collective bargaining embodied in the 
Act and hence Section 2-A must be hdd 
to be ultra vires of the Act 

15. We are unable to see how a section 
of an Act can be said to be inconsistent 
with, and repugnant to the object of, 
the Act The scope and scheme of an 
Act can only be gathered from the pro- 
visions contained in the Act. It is not 
permissible to say what the scope and 
scheme of an Act are by reading certain 
provisions only of that* Act and then to 
say certain other provisions of that Act 
are not in harmony with such scone or 
scheme. To ascertain the scope and 
scheme of an Act, we have to look into 
all the provisions therein. 

16. Just as a proriso to a section may 
contain an exception to the rule set out 
in the main part of that Section, certain 
section or sections of an Act may also 
provide for an exception to the general 
scheme contained in the other provisions 
of that Act. Just ns the main part of a 
section and the proviso thereto, must bo 
read together to ascertain the .'^cope of 
that section, the rule contained in some 
sections of an Act and an exception con- 
tained in other section or .sections of that 
Act. together constitute the schomc- of that 
Act 

17. As seen earlier, it i." true th.at tlic 

provisions of the Act other tlian Sta- 
tion 2-A, provide for scttlerricnt of dLs- 
putes between .an craplorcr nnd c-mnloycc.'! 
collectively and not bs'tween m 

employer and an indhidusl employee, 
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sudi dispute is espoused or sponsor- 
ed by the Union of employees or a con- 
siderable body of employees and that Sec- 
tion 2-A makes an exception to sudi rule. 
But on that score Section 2-A cannot be 
p ai d to be inconsistent with, or repugn a nt 
ito, the Act 


Con 2-A which provides for settlement of 
a dispute between the employer and an 
Individu^ employee In certain dreums- 


22. We phali now «*yaTnTnp the conten- 
tion of Mr. ^shwanath Rai that S. 2-A w 
ultra vires of the Act The term, *011x31 


fo 9 a rrrao ♦Ka simply means beyond powers or 


the Amending Act can make no difference 
for ascertaining whether there is any In- 
Iconsistency or repugnancy. As pointed 
[out by the Supre m e Court In Shamarao 
y. District Magistrate. Thana, AIR 1952 
ISC 324. when a subs^uent Act amends 
[the earlier one in such a way as to In- 
corporate itself, or a part of Itself, into 
Ithe earlier Act then the earlier Act must 
[thereafter be read and construed {except 
where that would lead to repugnancy, 
‘inconsistency or absurdity) as ££ the 
altered words had been written Into the 
earlier Act with pen and ink and old 
words scored out so that thereafter there 
Is no need to refer to the Amending Act 
at alL 


is said that a legislative eimctment or any 
of its provisions, is ultra vires of the Con- 
atihition, it means that the Legislature 
which purported to enact It, exce^ed the 
power conferred on It {the Legislature) 
under the Constitution. When it is saU, 
that a ntie is ultra vires of the Act, U 
means that the authority which ptirport* 
ed to m^e the rule, exceeded the power 
conferred on it {such authority) under the 
Act 

23. How can a section of an Act be 
ultra vires of the Act? That section ^ ^ 
enacted by the same Legislatme which 
enacted the rest of the Act That Le^ 
lature did not derive from that Act Rs 


.... . power to enact that Section. On the other 

19. As the long title and preamble of ba nd that Act Is as much a creature of the 
the Act incUcate, the main object of the Legislature as that section. We think It 
Act is to make provision for investigation fa a to say that a section of an 


and settlement of Industrial disputes. It 
is not correct to start with any precon- 
ceived notion that the Act is intended to 
give effect to the concept of collective 
bargaining only and that anything whidi 
is not a part of collective bargaining. Is 
outside the scope of the Act The words. 
Industrial IMspute', occurring In the pre- 
amble of the Act are wide enough to 
cover, as stated by Venkatarama Iyer. J., 
in AIR 1937 SC. 164, a dispute between an 
employer and a single emplovee. There 
is no reason to> infer that Section 2-A 
which provides lor settlement of Indivi- 
dual disputes between an employer and 
and an individual employee In certain dr- 
cumstances, is outdde the scope Indicate 
iff ibe crssjOTfcJe lawstiffstija 

land settlement of Industrial disputes. 

20. Uareover, it Is well settled that 
[the preamble of an Act is merely Intend- 


M! 


A£i is ultra vires of that Act. 

24. As pointed out by tbo Supreme 
Court in State of Bombay v. R. hL D. 
Chamarbaugwala, AIR 1957 SC 699. when 
the validity of an Act is called In Questioii,| 
the first thtnp for the Court to do Is to 
examine whether the Act is a law with 
respect to a tordc assigned to the parti- 
cular hefi^ture which enacted it; if R 
Is. then the Court is next to consider[ 
whether, in the case of an Act passed by| 
the XiC^slature of a State, its operation] 
extends beyond the boundaries of that! 
State; and if the impugned law satisfied 
both these tests, then finally the Court 
has to ascertain if there Is anything fn an^ 
other part of the Constitution which! 
places any fetter on the liC^slative 
powers of sudi Legislature; the Impugned 
law has to pass all these three testa. j 

25. What applies to a legislative enact- 


to S.S' It iS-i 

A* Itt.SMttai 2-A ^ 


^ 1 .V. lasenea py me maastnai inspuws (Am- 

^ ^ endment) Act 1965. whidi is a Parlia 

mentary enactment, the only two tests 
enacting portion, the latter ratisfied for that section bdng vaUif 

21. Mr. Vishwanath Rai referred to 
several passages la Ludwig Teller's trea- 
tise on Labour Disputes and Collective 


Bargaining. We do not consider It neces- 
sary to advert to these passages or the 
views of the learned author on labour 
disputes and collective bargaining be- 
cause we are not concerned with any 
aodal doctrine or phUosophy but with the 
limited question as to the validity of See- 


(T) Whether that section Is with respeetj 
to a topic assigned to Par liam ent; and 
{ii) Whether it offends any of the pro- 
visions in Part HI of the Conrttution or 
restriction placed in any other part of the 
Constitution 

25. Entry 22 in list HI of the Seventh 
Schedule to the Constitution reads: 

Trade Union. Industrial and Labour 
Disputes. 
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Thie original Act, namely, the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, is an act coming with- 
in this Entry. We. think the scope of this 
Entry is wide enough to include indus- 
trial and labomr disputes between an indi- 
yidual employee and his employer. 

27. As Parliament had legislative com- 
petence to enact Section 2-A which dea^ 
with industrial disputes between an indi- 
vidual workman and his employer in re- 
gard to certain matters. Section 2-A must 
be held to be valid, unless it is shown to 
be violative of any of the provisions of 
Part HE of the Constitution or any of the 
fetters in any other part of the Constitu- 
tion. 
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31. As pomted out by Idahaian, C. J., 
in Sura] Mall Mohta & Co., v. Yiswa- 
nathasastry, AUl 1954 SC 545, Art. 14 of 
the Constitution does not assure that every 
law must have universal application for 
all persons who are not by nature, attain- 
ment or circumstance, in the same posi- 
tion; the State can, by classification, 
determine who should be regarded^ as a 
things for purposes of legislation and in re- 
lation to a law enacted in respect of a 
particular subject; but such classification 
must be based on some real and substan- 
tial distinction bearing a just and reason- 
able relation to the objects sought to be 
attained and diould not be made arbi- 
trarily and without any substantial baas. 


28. It was nest contended by 1!^. 
yishwanath Rai that Section 2-A of the 
Act is invalid on the ground pf its of- 
fending Art. 14 of the Constitution. El^' 
ddating this contention, Mr. Vishwanatn 
Rai argued that Section 2-A makes disc- 
rimination as between an individual work- 
man who is" discharged, _ disused, re- 
trenched, or whose sei^ces have been 
terminated, and an individual rrorlonm 
who has any other grievance. ^ 
formeiT can raise an industrial mspute, 
even if his case is not espoused bv tne 
Union or a large number of workmen, 
the latter carmot do so unless his case is 
so espoused. 

29. It was argued by Mr. 

Rai that there is also discrm^ation b^ 
tween an employer who ^Aarges, to- 
misses, retrenches or terminates the s - 
vices of an individual workman, and a 
employer whose workman has eoim o 
grievanca "While the former ^ 
has to face conciliation 
judication by -toe Labour Court ^ 
of the dispute arising out of 
charge, dismissal, 

mination, even if the pse of su^ 
man, is not espoused by the ^mon o ^ 
large number of workinen, the ^ 

ployer will not be put to >.he nec 
facing conciliation pro^edmgs L 

cation by the Labour Coi^ m f of 
the grievance of such 
case of such •workmen is so espom 

, 30. It is true that Section 
differently a workmm who ^ d * ^ ^ 
dismissed, retrenched or 
are terminated and a vjg cm- 

some other grievaMe 
ployment or conditions 
Consequently, on e^iployer \.bo a 
cliarges, dismisses, is 

nfinates the sendees of 
treated differently from .^^f^rd 

whose workman has a 

to his {the v/orkmm s) ^ 

conditions thereof, i^e real^^foj i^- 
whether such differennal nmounts 

dividual workmen or employers, .^mo^ 
to impermissible discnirunation offending 
Art. 14. ^ 
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32. In Rama Krishna Dahnia v. Justice 
Tendolkar. AIR 1958 SC 538, the Supreme 
Court reiterated that Art. 14 does not 
forbid reasonable classification for the pur- 
pose of legislation. In order, however, to 
pass the tests of permissible classification, 
tv/o conditions must be fulfilled, namely, 
{il that the classification must be founded 
on an intelligible differentia winch dis- 
tinguishes persons or ttogs mat are 
grouped together from othem left out of 
the group; and (ii) that the differentia 
must have a rational relation to objerts 
sought to be achieved by the statute m 

It does not admit of any doubt that 
in L present case the &st of the above . 
conditions is satisfied. There is an intel- 
Sr^erentia which di^guishes an 
individual worlonan who ^ discharged, 
dismissed, retrenched or whose sennees 
have been terminated, and m In^wdud 
workman who has some ofter 
in regard to his employment or conditions 
thereof. Likewise there is an mtc^gible 
differentia between an errmloyer who ^s- 
charges dismisses, retrenches or temunate. 

ftff^ces of an individual wortoan md 

an employer whose wo.toan has £^me 
^ ^Svance regarding his amploy^nt 

or conditions thereof. Tlie 
J. 4 - i-tnocfinn 5s wketker suck difTcrcnut* 
S a ratiS relation to the object sougnt 
to be achieved by the statute, namely, 

vSS‘S.»tt Kal intended tl,nt 

Icctiyc barliai^n^. J ,,i'.diarecd. dLa- 


J..,----..-, - aepanure is lau. 

teiminnte^^ of a workman who bns 
made nr - regarding his cm- 

or "Snditions thereof. 

^ .Sarge. dfen-imal, retrenclimcnl 

'';»J^^n-gion of .services of c worr-mnn, 
BoSch gmver consoauence to a worn- 
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man <han any other grievance In regard 
to "wages, bonus, allowances, working 
hours, work load, holidays or other ctmdl- 
tions of emplyment. 

35-A. A workman who Is discharged, 
dismissed, retrenched or whose services are 
terminal^ is very often likely to be 
forgotten by his erstwhile fellow workmen 
and the ch^ces of his case being sponsor* 
ed by the Union of workmen, are sub- 
Btanually less than those in the case of a 
workman who has some other grievance 
and continues In emoloyment. Thus a 
workman who is discharged, dismissed, re- 
trenched or whose services are terminat- 
ed, is at a greater disadvantage for enUst- 
ing the support of his fellow workmen to 
raise a collective dispute. 

3C. It is open to the Le^lature to 
recognise different degrees of harm and 
to provide for different remedies In res- 
pect of them. The Le^lature may pro- 
vide for remedy for a harm or an evil of 
bigger magnitude and may not provide for 
a remedy for a harm, or an evil of a 
smaller inangitud& By so doing the 
Legislature does not violate Art 14. 

37. So Icog as discharge, dismissal, re- 
trenchment Of termination of services. If 
of greater degree of conseouence to an 
Individual workman than any other gri- 
evance in regard to his employment or 
condition thereof. It is open to the Leids- 
lature to provide tor a epedal remedy In 
regard to a workman who is discharged, 
dismissed, retrenched or whose services 
are teinunated, while such remedy may 
not be provided for a workman whose 
grievance is of lesser gravity. 

38. Looked at whether from the pomt 
;of view of an Individual workman or from 
the point of view of an employer, we 
think the distinction made by Section 2-A 
between the grievance ari^g out of dis- 

i 'charge, dlsmissat retrenchment or ter- 
mination of services and other grievances 
of an individual workman. Is based on a 
classification which reasonable rela- 
tiondup to the obiect of the Act 

39. In support of Ms contention that 
Section 2-A is not based on a reasonable 
classification. Mr. Vishwanath Rai relied 
on a number of decisions, lii particular 
he referred to the decirions of the 
Sxipreme Court In AIR 1954 SC M5 and 
Minakshi htills Ltd., y.. VIshwaDatha 
Shastrv. AIR 1055 SC 13 wherein the 
Supreme Cotirt held that there was no 
valid classification between tax evaders 
dealt with under the drastic provirions of 
the Taxation On Income (Investigation 
Commisrion) Act 1947. and the same Mass 
of persons who fall within the amUt of 
Section 34 of the Indian Income-tax Act 

40. Mr. Vishwanath Rai next referred 
to Motiram Pekha y. N. E. frontier 
way, AIR 1964 SC 600 wherria the 
Supreme Court held that there was no 
valid ground in which employees In RriQ- 


w ays alone could be said to constitute a 
das for themselves, to justify a rule which 
empower^ the Railway Authorities to re- 
tire. at their option. Railways employees 
who had completed 10 years of service, 
while in other branches of dvil services 
the Central Government can retire, at Its 
option, an oflicial who has attained the 
i^e of 50 years or completed 25 years of 
service. 

41. Reliance was also placed on the • 
decision, in Income-tax Officer. Assam v. 
Lawrence Singh, AIR 1968 SC 6S8 In 
which excdusion of Government servants 
belonging to a certain hill tribe from the 
benefit of exemption from Income-tax 
granted to people of that tribe, was as- 
sailed. The Supreme Court held that 
such classification of Government servants 
into a separate category, was not a rea- 
sonable classification. 

42. The question whefher the efassm- 
cation in a given case is reasonable, must 
depend upon the facts and circumstances 
of that particular case. The test of rea- 
sonableness of the classification, has to be 
applied to each individual case and no ab- 
stract standard of reasonableness of clas^ 
ficalion. can E>e laid down. Hence dea- 
dons bolding that classification made la 
certain esises ere valid or Invalid, though 
useful, cannot provide an answer to the 
question whether the impugned classifica- 
tion in a given case. Is y^d or Invalid. 

43. We cannot accede to the conten- 
tion of Mr. Vlswanath Hal that Sect 2-A 
is discrimlnatorv and violative of Art 14 
of the Constitution. 

44. It was contended by Mr. Viswa- 

natb Rai that Section 2-A Is only prospec- 
tive and not retrospective In operation, 
that as discharge. retrenchment 

or termination of services of indiiddual 
workmen in these three petitions, had 
taken place prior to Section 2-A coimng 
into force (Le, 1-12-1965). Section 2-A has 
no anplication to their cases and hence 
such discharge. dismisaL retrenchment or 
termination of their serMces, did not ^ve 
rise to industrial disputes. 

45. On the other hand, the learned 
Crtvernment Advocate contended that See- 
^n 2-A of the Act Is applicable also to 
disputes arising out of discharge, dismls- 

retrenchment or termination of ser- 
vices of individual workmen which took 
place prior to 1-12-1965. 

46. As the question whether Sea 3-A 
Is applicable where discharge, dismissal, 
retrenchment or termination of services of 
an individual workman, took place prior 
to 1-12-1965, has arisen in a few other 
writ Petitions which are pending before 
this Court, and as any derision render^ 
^ us in the present petitions, will be 
binding in those other cases alro. we per- 
mitted learned cstinsel appearing In those 
other cases who desired to intervene, to 
Co so, and to address arguments on this 



1970 


P. Janardhana v. Union of Indm (Chandrashekhar J.) [Prs. 46-49] Mys. 179 


question. Accordingly, Mr. U. L. Nara- 
yana Rao addressed arguments support- 
ing the contention of Mr. "^tishwanatha 
Rai. while Mr. S. Krishnaiah and Mr. M. C. 
Narasimhan addressed arguments support- 
ing the contention of the learned Govern- 
ment Advocate. 

47. Before dealing with the rival con- 
tentions of learned counsel on this ques- 
tion we may state a few well accepted 
rules of interpretation of statutes bearing 
on the point of retrospective operation of 
statutory provisions. 

(i) No statute is to be construed to have 
a retrosj^ctive operation unless such a 
construction appears very clearly in the 
terms of the Act, or arises by necessary 
and distinct implication; 

(ii) A retrospective operation is not to 
be_ given to a statute so as to impair an 
existing right or obligation, otherwise than 
as regards matters of procedure, unless 
that effect cannot be avoided without 
doing violence to the language of the 
enactment. Every statute wliich takes 
away or impairs vested rights acqmred 
under the existing laws or created a new 
obligation or imposes a new duty, or at- 
taches a hew disability in respect of 
transactions or considerations already 
past must be presumed to be Intended 
not to have retrospective operation: 

(ui) If the language of tire statute is 
pliWy retrospective, it must be so inter- 
preted. When the intention is clear that 
the Act should have a retrospective opera- 
tion, it must unquestionably be so con- 
strued even though tlie consequences may 
appear unjust and hard; 

(iv) A statute is not to be construed to 
have a greater retrospective operation than 
its language renders necessary. The re- 
trospective effect of a statute may be par- 
tial in its operation; 

(v) If a statute is in its nature a dec- 
ilaratory Act, it is retrospective even if It 
'takes away previous rights; and 

(vi) A statute is not necessarily retros- 
pective because a part of the requisites for 
its action, is drawn from a time antece- 
dent to its passing. 

48. Mr. Vishwanatha Rai_ advanced the 
following reasons for holding that Sec- 
tion 2-A does not apply to discharge dis- 
missal, retrenchment and termination of 
sendees, w’hich had talren place prior to 
1-12-1965; 

(i) The adverbial clause, "where an 
employer discharges, dismisses, retrenches 
or othonviso terminates. usc3_ present 
tense. The intention of the l^ogislature Is 
tliat the pro^d-sions of the Section fSec- 
tion 2-A) should apply to discliarge, dis- 
missal. retrenchment or termination^ of 
sendees, that takes place after the coming 
into force of this section and not to any 
of those whidi had taken place prior to 
tlie Section commg into force. If 
Legislature intended tiiat tiic section 


should apply to discharge dismissal, re- 
trenchment, or termination of services 
that had taken place prior to the section 
coming into force, the legislature would 
ha%'e employed past perfect tense and not 
present tense, i.e, the Legislature would 
have said "w'here any employer has dis- 
charged, dismissed, retrenched or other- 
■wise terminated the services of an indivi- 
dual workman 

use of the present tense in the sec- 
tion clearly indicates that the Legislature 
intended that the section should apply to 
discharge, dismissal eta, that takes place 
after the section coming into force. 

(ii) If the section is construed as ap- 
plying to discharge, dismissal retrench- 
ment or termination of services that had 
taken place prior to the section coming 
into force, then, all the previous dis- 
charge, dismissal retrenchment and ter- 
mination of services, would become in- 
dustrial disputes and individual work- 
men who have been discharged or dis- 
missed, retrenched or w’hose services 
were terminated in the past, can daim 
that disputes relating to their discharge, 
dismissal, retrenchment or termination 
should be referred for adjudicatiorL The 
consequences of sudi disputes being re- 
opened after the lapse of many years, 
and referred for adjudication, would be 
disastrous to employers. Hence, it could 
not have been the intention of the Legis- 
latxire that such discharge, dismissal re- 
trenchment or termination of services, 
W’hich had already taken place at a time 
v/hen tiie employers were tinder no sta- 
tutory liability to be subjected to adjudi- 
cation under the Acl should now be 
subjected to a new liability in respect of 
such discha^e, dismissal retrenchment 
or termination of services which had al- 
ready happened, 

(iii) Section 2-A Is not a mere proce- 
dural matter but creates new rights in 
favour of individual w’orkman and im- 
poses new liabilities and obligations on 
employers, because under the ordinary 
law of master and servant, an employee 
who is discharged, dismissed eta, can only 
daim damages for w’rongful di.smissal or 
discharge and cannot daim rdnstatement; 
wherca-S under Industrial adjudication, 
the Labour Court or the Tribunal can not 
only award damages but also order rein- 
statement of w’orinnen together witli back 
wages. A provision which imposes such 
serions liabilities and obligations on, em- 
ployers, cannot be construed os having 
retrospective effect when there are 
neither express words nor necessary in- 
tendment to that effect in the .section. 

49. In .support of lii.'j coptention, Mr. 
Viswanatha Rai relied on the decision of 
the Punjab and Harvana High Ckmrt in 
Sri Gopal Paper Mills Ltd. v. Ti'.c State 
of Haryana. 19C8 Lab IC 1259 fPunj ti 
Bar). Tdtdiand, J., said at p. 1257, Uiat 
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Sec, 2-A creates a substantive xisht and 
cannot be retrospective in operation and 
that if that were not so, then all the pre- 
vious dismissal would become industrial 
disputes and that it could not be the 
intention of the Legislature that all dis- 
missed personnel in the past, could now 
claim reference on the ground that Budi 
d)«rmig«!a1 is ^ Industrial dispute. 

50. Mr. Vishwanatha Ral referred Co 
the decision in Carson v. Carson Stoydc, 
(1964) 1 WLR 51L There, In November 
1961 the husband took back into the 
matrimonial home his wife who had con- 
fessed to him her adultery in 1960. The 
wife left the matrimonial home In August 
1962. The husband filed a petition pray- 
ing for divorce on the ground of the 
wife’s adultery in 1960. Sec. 3 of the 
Matrimonial Causes Act, 1963, prcnddes 
that an adultery which had been condon- 
ed, shall not be capable of being reriv^ 
The Question that arose ^ that case, was 
whether that section had retrospective 
effect, 

Scarman, J.. said that the husband had 
an accrued right to divorce the vrife upon 
the ground of adultery which he had 
condoned but which was then revived 
and that there was nothing in langu- 
age of Section 3 of that MatHma nVat 
Causes Act, 1963. (which came a year, 
later) which compels holding that Parlia- 
ment, by that section, Intend^ to Inter- 
lere wim the accrued right 
SL ^fr. If. L. Narayana Hao. leaned 
counsel who Intervened, referred to the 
following observations in Craies Supreme 
Court in the Central Ttant? of India v. 
Their Workmen, AIR 1960 SC 12 at p. 27, 
’Tor modem purposes a declaratory 
Act may be defined as an Act to remove 
doubts existing as to the common law, or 
the meaning or effect of any statute, 
Sudi Acts are usually held to be retros- 
pective. The usual reason for pasring a 
declaratory Act is to set aride what 
Parliament deems to have been a ju^dal 
error, whether in the statement of the 
common law or in the interpretation of 
statutes. Usually, if not Invariably, such 
an Act contains a preamble, and the 
Word 'declared’ as well as the word ’ez^» 
acted”. 

The Supreme Court added: 

"A remedial Act, on the co ntr ary Is 
not necessarily retrospective; It may be 
either enlarging or restraining and It 
takes effect prospectively, unless It has 
retrospective effect by express terms or 
necessary Intendment.” 

52. Mr. Narayana Eao contended that 
the Industrial Disputes (Amendment) 
Act, 1965, by which Sec. 2-A was inserted. 
Is a remedial Act and not a declaratory 
Act. that the former, unlike the latter. Is 
not nec^sarily retrcspective, and that 
there is nothing la the lan^ge of Sec- 
tion 2-A which makes It retrospective so 


n of ( fTb'an dragtieVbay J.) IBuL'B, 

as to render discharge, dismiss^ re- 
trenchment or termination of services of 
an individual workm^ before 1-12-1965, 
an industrial dispute. 

53. On the other hand, the learned 
Government Advocate contended that 
Sec. 2-A applies to dismissal, discha r ge 
or retrenchment or termination of servi- 
ces. whidi has taken place prior to 1-12-65 
and that such a constraction of S, 2-'A does 
not amount to any retrospective opera- 
tion of that section. The learned Govern- 
ment Advocate relied on the rule that a 
statute cannot be said to be retrospective 
because a part of the rej^uisites' for its 
action, is drawn from a time antecedent 
to its passing. The learned Government 
Advocate argued that Sec. 2-A confers 
prospective benefit only and that even ff 
such benefit is on the basis of antecedent 
facts, namely, disdiarge. dismissal, re- 
trenchment or termination of services of 
Inc^vidual wortmian which took place 
prior to 1-12-1965, sudi application of 
Sec. 2-A cannot be regarded as retrospec- 
tive. 

54. The learned Government Advocate 
referred to several cases In which statu- 
tory provisions were held to be applicable 
on the baris of facts or events which had 
taken place prior to the coming Into 
force of such statutory provisions. 

55. In re; Solicitors Clerk (1957)3 
Ail HR 61? a solicitors clerk was convict- 
ed of larcmy in 1951 Under Sec, 15 d] 
of the Solicitors Act. 1941. as amended 
by Section 11 of the Solicitors (Amend- 
ment) Act, 1956. the Disciplinary Commit- 
tee made an order disqualifying him from 

■ arting as soUdtor*g clerk. It was era- 
tended that the offence for which he was 
convicted, was committed before Sec, 11 
of the Solidtors (Amendment) Act, 1956, 
came into force and that the Disciplinary 
Committee had no Jurisdiction to make 
an order which was retrospective in its 
effect Repelling that contention. Lord 
Goddard. C, J., held that Section 11 was 
not retrospective but enabled an order to 
be diSQUaUfying a person from acting as 
a solicitors clerk in futime end that what 
happened in the past was the caiise or the 
reason for making that order. 

56. In Rex. v. Vine, (1875) 10 QB 195, 
the words, 

’’Every person convicted of felony 
Shall for ever be disqualified from selling 

epirits by retail 

and if any persons shall, after having 
been so convicted, take out or have any 
licence to sell spirits by retail, the same 
shall be void to all intents and purposes,” 
were applied to a person who had been 
convicted of felony before the Act was 
passed, though by dning eo, vested rl^ts 
were affected. 

Mellor. J.. observed fpp. 206-201); 

*Tt appears to me to be the gene^ ob- 
ject of this statute that there should be 
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restirainfs as to the persons who should be 
qualified to hold licences, not as a punish- 
ment, but for the public good, upon the 

firoimd of character ... 

A mm convicted before the Act passed 
is quite as such tainted as a man convict- 
ed after; and it appears to me not only 
the possible but the natural interpreta- 
tion of the section that any one convicted 
of felony shall be ipso facto disqualified^ 
and the licences, if granted, void.” 

57. In Saiian Singh y. State of Pun- 
jab, AIE 1964 SC 464, the appellant was 
convicted of an_ offence under Section 161/ 
165 of the Indian Penal . Code read with 
Sec. 5(2) of the Prevention of Corruption 
Act, 1947, sub-section (3) of Section 5 of 
the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1947, 
reads: — ■ 

“In any trial of an offence punishable 
under sub-section (2) the fact that the 
accused person or any other person on 
his behalf is in possession, for which the 
accused person cannot satisfactorily ac- 
count, of pecuniary resources or property 
disproportionate to his known sources of 
income, may be proved, and on sudi 
proof the Coiirt shall presume, unless the 
contrary is proved, that the accused per- 
son is gxiilty of criminal misconduct in the 
discharge of his ofiicial duty and his con- 
viction therefor shall not be invalid by 
reason only that it is based solely on such 
presumption.” 

58. It was contended that when the 
section speaks of an accused bring in pos- 
session of pecxmiary resources of pro- 
perty disproportionate to his hnomi 
Eoiuces of income, it meant only pecuni- 
ary resources or property acquired after 
the date the said Act coming into force 
and that otherwise it would be to give fte 
Act retrospective operation. Kejecting 
that contention, this is what Das Gupta, 
J„ who spoke for the Court, said at 
p. 468: 

"We agree with the learned coimsel 
that the Act has no retrospective opera- 
tion. We are imable to agree however 
that to take into conrideration the pecu- 
niary resources or property in the posses- 
sion of the accused or any other person 
on his behalf which are acquired before 
the date of the Act is in any way giving 
the Act a retrospective operation.” 


59. The main justification for that 
conclusion has been explained by liis 
Lordship thus: , . o 

"Looking at the words of the Section 
and giving them tlirir plain and natural 
meaning, v.'e find it impossible to say 
that pc-cuniars' resources and proper^' 
acquired before tl:e date on which the 
Prevention of Corruption Act came into 
force, should not be taken into account 
even if in possession of the accused or 
any oUicr person on his beljalf. To accept 
th'' contention that such pecumnrr re- 
sources or property should not be taken 


into consideration, one has to read into 
the section the additional words *if ac- 
quired after the date of this Act’ after 
me word 'property’. For this there is no 
3Ustification.” 

60. In Bashiruddin v. B. S. S. Majlis 
Awaqf, AIE 1965 SC 1206, Section 27 of 
me Bihar Waqfs Act, 1947, as amended 
by the Bihar Waqfs (Amendment) Act, 
1951, empowered the Majlis to remove 
the Mutavalli from Ms office if such 
Mutavalli refused to act or ^vilfully dis- 
obeyed the orders and directions of the 
Majlis imder the Act There, it was con- 
tended that this amendment was not re- 
trospective in operation and that the Maj- 
lis could exercise this power oiJy in res- 
pect of orders and directions of the Majlis 
given after the date on wMch Amending 
Act came into force and not in respect of 
orders and directions issued previouriy. 
Eepelling that contention, tMs is what 
Efidayatifilah, J. (as he then was), who 
spoke for the Court, said at page 3209: 

"The amendment, no doubt, conferred 
Jurisdiction upon the Majlis to act pros- 
pectively from the date of the amendment 
but the power under the amendment 
could be exercised in respect of orders 
and directions issued by the Majlis and 
disobeyed by the hlutwalli before the 

amendment came into force 

A statute is not necessarily used retros- 
pectively when the power conferred by 
it is based on conduct anterior to its en- 
actment, if it is clearly intended that the 
said power must reach back to that con- 
duct. It would be another matter if there 
was a vested right wMch was taken away, 
but there could be no vested right to 
continue as MutwalU after mismanage- 
ment and misconduct of many sorts were 
established.” 

His LordsMp e^Ialnc-d that no vested 
right ofMutwxJJi was taken n-way be- 
cause there could be no vested right to 
continue as Mutwalli after mismanage- 
ment and misconduct were proved. His 
LordsMp added that it would be another 
matter if there was a vested right v.'liich 
was taken away. 

61- The learned Government Advocate 
argued that the mere use of the present 
tense in Sea 2-A when it says: "Where 
an employer discharges, dismisses, re- 
trenches or otherwise terminates eorvices 
of an Mdiridual worlmann”, does not 
necessarily lead to an inference that the 
section refers only to disd-sanro, dismis- 
sal. retrenchment or termination which 
takes place after the section comas Into 
operation. In support of his contention, 
tlio learned Govcmmcml Advocate relied 
on the dedsion in Kapur Chand v. B. S, 
Grewal, AIR 19G5 SC M91. Tfiorc. the 
landloiti made an application under Sec- 
tion 34-A(i) of the Punjab Security ol 
Lond Tenures Act. 1933. before the autho- 
rity specified therein, for eviction of Ms 
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tenant on the ground that he (the tenant) 
had taOed to pay rent regularly without 
sufBdent caxise. The appellant authority 
under that Act directed the tenant to be 
evicted. 

Sec. 9(1) of that Act reads 
9(1). Notwithstanding anythlm; con- 
tained in any other law for the time being 
in force, no land-owner shall be compe- 
tent to eject a tenant except when such 
t^ant^ 

(i) XX TX. 

(ii) Tails to pay* rent regularly vnthout 
sufficient cause; or 

ZX XX 

(underlining (here in * *) Is ours) 

It was contended by the learned counsel 
for the tenant that Sec 9(1) (ii) applies 
prospectively and that the conduct of the 
tenant prior to the enactment of Sec 14-A 
could not be taken Into account Repel- 
ling that contention. HidayatuUah, J.. (as 
he then was), who spoke for the Court, 
said at p. 1493: 

"In our opinion, the conduct of the 
tenant prior to the coming into force of 
the new section can be taken Into ac- 

comit ihe 

clause in question makes a particular con- 
duct the ground for an application for 
eviction. The necessary condition for the 
application of Sec 9(1) (ii) may commence 
even before the Act came into force and 
past conduct, which Is as relevant for the 
clause as conduct after the coming Into 
force of the Act, cannot be over-looked.’* 

62. Reliance was also placed on the 
observations of a Bench of Jammu & 
Kashmir High Court In Sk. Ghulam V. 
State of Jammu & Kashmir. AIR 1965 J 
& K 78 to the effect that a statute is to be 
regarded as always speaking and that the 
use of the present tense in a section, must, 
in appropriate circumstances, be deemed 
to indude past tense or past participle. 

63. Mr. Satyamurthy, learned counsel 
for an individual workman Impleaded as 
a respondent in one of those petitions, 
placed strong reliance on the derision of 
a Bench of the Delhi High Court In Na- 
tional Productivity Council v. S. N. Kaul. 
(1969) 2 X^b LJ 186 (Delhi) in wMch it 
was held that the case of a workn^ dis- 
missed before coming Into force of Sec- 
tion 2-A, could be validly referred for ad- 
judication under Section 10 of the Act. 
Kapur. J., said in his leading judgment 
that tile emphasis in the section, is not on 
the date of dismissal or discharge but on 
any dilute or difference between an 
individu^ worionan and his employer 
connected with or arising out of dis- 
charge or dismlssaL His Lordship added 
that Sec. 2-A takes note of every dispute 
arising out of or connected with termi- 
nation, etc., and confers on such dispute 
the status of industrial dispute and that 
in the nature of things the date of termi- 
nation cannot be treated as crucial. 


Deshpande, J., In his separate but con- 
curring Judgment, referr^ to the deci- 
sion in Roc V. St Mary Whltechappel 
(Inhabitants). (1848) 12 QB 120 in which 
the relevant statutory proviaon read:' 

"No woman residing In any parish vnth 
her husband at the time of hu death 
shall be removed from such parish with- 
in twelve tnonfe next after his death If 
she so long continues a widow”. 

While construing that provision. Lord 
Denman observed: 

•It was said that the operation of the 
statute was confined to persons who had 
become widows after the Act was passed, 
and that the presumption against retros- 
pective statute being intended supported 
this construction, but we have before 
shown that the statute Is in its direct 
operation prospective, as It relates to 
future removals only, and that it Is not 
properly called a retrospective statute 
b^use a part of the requisites for its 
action is drawn from time antecedent to 
its passing.” 

Deshpande. J., said that the above ob- 
servations are sufficient to show that the 
use of present tense or past tense Is twt 
deciave and that the language has to be 
considered in conjunction wth other fac- 
tors. His Lordship added that It cannot 
be stated as invariable rule that the use 
of the present tense or of the past or of 
the present perfect tense alone. Is suffi- 
cient to show whether the statute applies 
only to the future events or to the past 
events also. 

64. While we agree with respect with 
his Lordship that the use of the present 
tense alone Is not sufficient to infer that 
the statute does not apply to past events 
also, it cannot be deni^ that the Use of 
present tense. Is one of the relevant fac- 
tors In ascertaining whether the legisla- 
ture intended that the statute should 
apnly to post eventi conduct or facts also. 

65. From the observations of Hidaya- 
J., (as be then vras) la AIR 1^5 

SC 1206; , 

"A statute is not necessarily retrospec- 
tive when the po w e r conferred by it Is 
based on conduct anterior to its enact- 
ment It would be another matter 

If there was a vested right wliich was 

taken away 

it follows that it is not an Invariable rule 
that a statute does not operate retrospec- 
tively when the power conferred on It, 
Is based on facts, events or conduct ante- 
rior to Its enactment. 

66. Mr. M. C. Narasiiiihan. learned 
counsel who intervened, argued that Sec- 
tion 2-A deals with merely a procedural 
matter and not with any substantive 
rights of parties. According to him. Sec- 
tion 2-A which states that certain ladiri- 
dual disputes shall be deemed to be in- 
dustrial disputes, merdy provides for 
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adiuc^cation of such disputes by the In- 
dustrial Tribunal or the Labour Court 
instead of such disputes being adjudicat- 
ed by ordinary Civil Courts. 

67. This argument of Mr. Naraamhan 
overlooks the important distinction be- 
tween adjudication by an ordinary Civil 
Court and adjudication by the Industrial 
Tribunal or the Labour Court. We think 
Mr. Vishwanath Rai is right in contending 
that an Industrial Tribunal or Labour 
Court not merely adjudicates existing 
rights and liabilities but can also create 
new rights and liabilities and enforce 
them. While imder the ordinary law, a 
workman discharged, dismissed or re- 
trenched, can only get compensation for 
wrongfiil dismissal, an Industrial Tribu- 
nal or Labour Court can order reinstate- 
ment of such workman together with 
back wages. Thus, we are unable to 
agree with Mr. Narasimhan, that Sec- 
tion 2-A merely deals with a procedural 
matter and hence has retrospective effect. 

68. Mr. Narasimhan next submitted 
that the relevant point of time for deter- 
mining whether a dispute is or is not an 
industrial dispute, is when the Govern- 
ment refers that dispute imder Section 10 
of the Act to the Labour Court or the 
Industrial IMbunal, and that if at the 
time of making such reference. Sec- 
tion 2-A is in force, there is no retrospec- 
tive application of Section 2-A_ even if 
such dispute relates to dismissal, dis- 
charge, retrenchment or termination of 
services which took place prior to it 
coming into force 

69. It is true that a dispute should be 
an industrial dispute at the time of refer- 
ring that dispute for adjudication under 
Section 10 of the Act; but. if a dispute 
relating to discharge, dismissaL retrench- 
ment. or termination of services, was not 
an industrial dispute at tlie time of such 
discharge, dismissal, retrenchment or ter- 
xnination took place, to treat it subse- 
quently i.e., at the tirne of making the 
reference as an industrial dispute, by the 
application of Sec 2-A, would, as seen 
earlier, amount to retrospective applica- 
tion of that section. 

70. We think the real question Is whe- 
ther the Legislature has manifested an 
intention that Sec. 2-A should apply to 
past transactions and affect wasted rights. 
The learned Government Advocate suh- 
mitted that it is reasonable to hold that 
the Legislature has manifasted such In- 
tention. He .sought to derive support 
from tlie decision in Barber v. Pigden, 
(1937) 1 AU ER 115. There, the qu-'shon 
that aros-e wn.s whether Section 3 of tlie 
L.-’W Reforms (Tdarried Women and Tort- 
feasors) Act, 1935. was applicable to n 
tort committed before passing of that 
Ad- 

Sec. 3 of that Act proviaes: 


Subject to the. provisions of thig part 
of this Act. the husband of a married 
woman shall not. by reason only of his 
being her husband, be liable— (aj in res- 
pect of any tort comnaitted by her whe- 
ther before or after the marriage, or in 
respect of any contract entered into, or 
debt or obligation incurred, by her before 
the marriage; or (b) to be sued, or made 
a party to any leg^ proceeding brought, 
in respect of any such tort, contract, debt, 
or obligation. 

By Sec. 4 of that Act it is provided that 
nothing in Part I of the Act should affect 
any legal proceedings in respect of any 
tort if the proceeding had been instihrted 
in respect thereof before tiae passing of 
that Act 

Greer, L.J., said that notwithstanding 
the strong presumption against conriru- 
ing statutes as retrospective by reason of 
the words in Section 3(b) and Sec. 4 (1) 
(b), it must be inferred that a retrospec- 
tive effect was clearly intended. 

Scott L.J.. said that the language of 
Part I discloses an intention to make a 
clean sweep of the old legal fiction of the 
common law that a woman on marrying 
became merged in the personality of her 
husband and ceased to be a fully qualified 
and separate human person. His Lord- 
ship added that a statute abolishing old 
legal fictions, is so nearly akin to a pro- 
cedural statute that the canon against 
retrospective interpretation, can have 
little, if any, application. 

Thus the decision in 1937-1 All ER 115 
depended upon the language of the provi- 
sions of that particular statute and the 
circumstance that the Act abolished a 
legal fiction. We do not see vvhat assist- 
ance the learned Government Advocate 
CtUi derive from that decision. 

71. On the other hand, in its very re- 
cent decision, Ranjit Chandra Choudhury 
V. Mohitosh Multherjee, (1969) 2 SCI C61 
^(AIR 1969 SC 1187) the Supreme Court 
has reiterated that it is a well-accented 
canon of interpretation of .statutes that 
a substantive right cannot be taken away 
retrospectively unless the law expressly 
states so or there is a clear intendment. 
There, the question that arose wa.s whe- 
ther in a suit for eviction filed when the 
West Bengal Premises Rent Control 
(Temporary Proidsions) Act, 1950. vrar> in 
force, the provision.s of Section 24 of tlio 
West Bengal Premises Tenancy Act, 1056, 
which repealed the former Act, would 
bo applicable. Section 24 of the latter 
Act rcad.y 

24. When there Is no proceeding pend- 
in.g in Court for the rccoven/ of pe.yes- 
Eion of the prcmi.scs, the accept.ince of 
rent in respect of the period of defauU tn 
payment of reni by the landloni from tiie 
tenant ^all operate ns a vmiver of rudi 
default. 
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The rdied upon the above Seo^ 

Son and contended that acceptance ot 
rent by the landlord operated as w^vep 
of default. Hi^yatuhah, C. J., who rooke 
for the Court, held that the section 
creates a charge in the substantive rights 
and therefore must be hdd to be prospyeo-! 
tive in operation and not retrospective. 

72. The learned Government Advocate 
next contend^ that no serious Inconv^- 
ence will result to employers hy constm- 
ing Section 2-A as having retrospective 
effect because it is in the discretion of the 
Government to make or not to make a 
reference under Sec. 10 of the Act and 
that the Government is not likely to refer 
for adjudication a dispute relating to dis- 
charge, dismissal, retrenchment, or termi- 
nation of services of an individual em- 
ployee, if it took place long before Sec^ 
tion 2-A came into force. 

73. The above contention cannot be 
accepted, for two reasons. Firstly, the 
question whether a statutory proviaon 
has or has no retrospective operation, 
does not depend upon what the Govern- 
ment is or is not likely to do in its discre- 
tion. Secondly, even if the Government 
refers xmder Sea 10. only those disputes 
which relate to discharge, dfamlssal. re- 
trenchment or termination of services of 
individual workmen which took ulace 
not too long before 1-12-196S, the rights 
which vested In the employers during 
the period prior to 1-12-1965, however 
Short that period may be will be afiecte^ 

74. The prindple as to when a statu- 
tory PTovirion imposing new obligations 
cm employers in relation to their work- 
men. should be construed as retrospective 
or not retrospective in operation, hia 
been well set out, if •we may say so "with 
respect, by the Judldal Committee of the 
Privy Council in Sunshine Porcelain Pot- 
teries V. Hash, (19611 3 All ER 203. Under 
Sea 18 of the Workmen’s Compe n sation 
Act, 1928, compensation 'was payable in 
respect of scheduled industrial diseases^ 
which did not include silicoris. By the 
amendment Act. of 1946, it was provide^ 
inter alia, that where a medical practi- 
tioner certifies that a •worker Is suffering 
from a disease and is thereby dibbled 
from earning full wages at •foe •work at 
which he was employed, the worker shall 
be entitled to compensation under the 
prindpal Act as if the disease was a Per- 
sonal injury by acddent arising out ot 
and in the course of that employment ■ 

75. A worker was disabled by silicon 
after that Amen^ng Act came Into force, 
It was contended by her employer that 
the Amending Act hadfoo retrospective 
effect lord Reid who deliver^ -foe 
judgment of the Judicial Committee, stat- 
ed the prindple thus at page 206; 

"Gener^y there is a strong presump- 
tion that a legislature does not Intend to 
impose a new liability In respect of some- 


thing that has already happened, be- 
cause generally it wmid not be reason- 
able for a le^lature to (fo thaL So, if 
a worker has already sustained Injury or 
contracted a disease at a time when tha 
employer Is under no statutory liability 
to him arising out of that injury or dis- 
ease, there would In general be a pre- 
fiupmtion that an Act bringing that Injury 
or disease within the scope of compensa- 
tion would not apply to that case; other- 
wise there would be liability on the em- 
ployer arising out of a state of t hing 
which existed before the Act was passed. 
But this presumption may be overcome 
not only by express words In the Act but 
also by drcmnstances suffldently strong 
to displace it." 

78. But, in the partlcifiar drcumstan- 
ces of that case, his Lordship held that 
that Amending Act must be construed as 
having retrospective effect because, noto- 
riously silicosis is a dise-ase of slow onset 
and it cannot be supposed that the Legis- 
lature intended that every worker dis- 
abled after 1946, must prove that the dis- 
ease was contracted or that the damage 
was done to him after 1646, which would 
Involve there being a long p^od of many 
years of uncertainty. 

79. But in regard to Sea 2-A of the 
Act. no compelling reason has been point- 
ed out to construe that Section as having 
retrospective effect. With great respect 
to Kapur and Beshpande, Jj., we think 
that Section 2-A has no application to dis- 
charge, dismissal, retrenchment •or termi- 
nation of services of an individual work- 
man. which took place prior to Sea 2'A 
coming into force. 

80. As the dismissal or discharge of 
Ihe Individual •worker in each of these 
three T?etitlcins, had taken place prior to 
1-12-1965, the Commissioner of Labour 
was in error la not disposing of the ap- 
peals before him under Section 39 of the 
the Shops and Establishments Act and la 
issifing a circmiar advisiog workmen who 
had preferred such appeals, to conrider the 
dcrirability of withdrawing such appeals 
and approaching the Condllation Officers 
for taking up the matter under foe pcovi- 
sions of the Act. 

81. The conciliation proceedings Ini- 
tiated by the Conciliation Officer under 
Section 12 of the Act, In respect of such 
discharge or dismissal of individual work- 
men, are without jurisdiction and hence 
the Conciliation Officer should be prohi- 
bited from proceeding wlfo them. 

82. l.Ir. V^wanatha Ral stated that 
te had no objection to our issuing a direc- 
tion to the Commlsrioner of X.abour to 
dispose of the appeals under Sea 29 of 
the Shops and E^blishments Act. In spite 
of workmen having made applications for 
TOthdrawing those appends. According- 
ly, •we issue such a dire^on to foe Com- 
missfoner. 
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83. In the result, we reject the prayer 
£or declaring Section 2-A of the Act 
as invalid. But, we issue a writ of pro- 
hibition restraining the Conciliation Offi- 
cer from proceeding under Sec. 12 of the 
Act in respect of the disputes relating to 
such discharge or dismissal of these indi- 
vidual workmen. We also give a direc- 
tion to the Commissioner to dispose of 
the appeals under Sec, 39 of the Shops 
and Establishments Act, before him. ac- 
cording to law. 

84. In the circumstances of these peti- 
iions, we direct the parties to bear their 


tte surplus land has been dealt 
Twtb, K the circumstances are such that 
tne dedaration of the public purpose in 
tbe notification imder Section 6 itself may 
be looked upon with suspicion, it may be 
for hiveshgation and decision whe- 
mer the process of compulsory acquisi- 
tion IS not resorted to as a cloak for an 
unlawful purpose. 

question therefore, has to be dealt 
vnth as one of fact in all the circums- 
of each case and not one which 
cm be disposed of on a general principle 
“ law. (Paras 25, 36, 37) 


own costs. 

Order accordingly. 
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A. NARAYANA PAI AND 
C. HONNIAH, JJ. 

K. H. Srinivasan, Appellant v. State of 
Mysore by Chief Secretary to Govt, and 
others, Respondents. 

First Appeal No. 23 of 1964, D/- 15-1- 
1970, from decree of Dist, J., Coorg, 
Mercara, in O. S. No. 13 of 1961. 

(A) Land Acquisition Act (1894), S. 6 — 
Land validly acquired for public purpose 
. — Possibility of some land being surplus 
“ or unnecessary for original purpose for 
which it is acquired — Acquisition not in- 
validated •— Maimer in which surplus land 
is dealt with can have no effect on vali- 
dity of acquisition either. 

• Once a declaration of the emstence of a 
public purpose is made under S. 6 the 
declaration becomes conclusive by force 
of statute. The only way in which the 
said finality can be got rid of is by prov- 
ing what in law is regarded as fraud on 
power. If, as a matter of fact a public 
purpose does exist for malmg. a com- 
pulsory acquisition, the acquisition itself 
will be beyond the reproach that it is in 
violation of any fimdamental right. Once 
an acquisition is therefore perfectly valid, 
the possibility of some land_ being surplus 
or unnecessary for the original purpose 
for which it is acquired, cannot operate 
retrospectively to invalidate the acquisi- 
tion either fuUy or in part. 

(Paras 12, 25) 

The position in regard to the utilisation 
of the surplus land has to be dealt with 
upon considerations which are quite con- 
^.dstent with the fact that ^ the original 
' acquisition is perfectly vahd. If, upon 
facts the origind ncquLsltion is not open 
to the objection of lack of public 
then tile manner in which the surplus land 
is dealt with cannot, have any effect on 
the validity of the acquisition nor can fhe 
purpose stated for ^ acquisition have any 
relevance to tlie validity of the manner in 
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(B) Municipalities — Coorg Municipal 
Regulation (2 of 1907), S. 51 — Land or 
other property belonging to committee ~ 
Local Authority has power of disposal by 
way of sale. 

There is nowhere in the Regulation any 
specific proHbition against disposal of land 
or any other property belonging to the 
committee by way of sale or otherwise. 
Although sub-section (1) of Section 51 
uses the words "direefion, management 
and control” but not such w'ords as "sale 
or disposal”, the express terms of the first 
part of sub-section (1) by which the pro- 
perty is described as being vested in and 
belonging to the committee taken along 
with the fact that there is no prohibi- 
tion against sale, must be regarded as re- 
cognising the normal principle that the 
ownership of property, carries with it the 
normal right of disposal. In case of the 
local authority governed by Section 51, 
therefore the same amplitude of power 
must be conceded to it subject only to the 
special reservations, if any, made by the 
State Government. (Para 31) 

G. R. Ethirajulu Naidu, for Appellant; 
N. Venliatachala (for No. 1); S. R. Rama- 
nathan (for No. 2). and A. C. Nanjappa 
(for No. 3), for Respondents. 

NARAYANA PAI, J. : — This appeal is 
by the unsuccessful plaintiff in O. S. No. 13 
of 1961 on the file of the District Judge, 
Mercara. 

2. The relevant facts may be briefly 
summarised as follows: — For the purpose 
of opening of footpath giring access to 
a High School and the expansion of the 
Market place at Chowalalu village within 
the limits of Somwarpet notified area, a 
notification dated 3-1-1956 under Sec- 
tion 4 (1) of the Land Acquisition Act was 
published proposing to acquire 2 acres 21 
cents of land. After necessary statutory 
Investigation, a further notification under 
Section C of tire Act dated 17-5-19."6 was 
published declaring that 2 acres and 10 
cents of land described therein is requir- 
ed for a public purpose mentioned above. 
Out o! the land so acquired 47 cents out 
of sunpy No. 191/1 and 48 cents out of 
survey No. 19.1.4 belonged to the cnvel- 
lant Srinlva.san. He did not file any ob- 
jection during the acauirilion proccedingx 
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3. The entire extent of 2 acres 19 c^ts 
however, was not actually put to the use 
for which the land was declared to be 
necessary to be acquired. 24 cents were 
i rtilis M for the footpath and 1 acre 30 
cents for extendinB the market. It Is In 
evidence that either due to lack of funds 
or on account of an inlunctiou or order of 
stay obtained by another person pending 
a writ petition presented to this Court 
questioning the acquisition, no regular 
buildings to botise the market have been 
put up. But in the area allotted for 
market or for running a shandry the ven- 
dors and merchants using the market area 
themselves put up their temporary aheds. 

4. Respondent 3 Chinnappa who owned 
14 Cents of land near the acquired land, 
obtained from the President of the noti- 
fied area one Mogappa sanction for put- 
ting up a permanent dnema theatre In his 
said 14 cents of land in August 1957. He 
later made two applications to the local 
authority on 13-8-1957 and 13-10-1957 to 
sell to hira 25 cents and IS cents respec- 
tively out of the acquired land remaiiung 
unutilised by the local authority. By a 
resolution dated 7-11-1957 the Committee 
of the notified area resolved to sell 40 
cents of land to respondent 3. Exhibit 
D-32 is a copy of the t^evant proceedings. 
The proposal of the local authority for the 
said sale was approved by the State Gov 
emment and the approval communicated 
by Exltibit B-16. Exhibit 1>>35 dated 
4-8-1938 is the sale deed executed In 
favour of Chinnappa In respect of the raid 
40 cents of land. 

S. By a subsequent resolution Exldblt 
D-18, dated 31-8-1958, further 25 cents of 
land was resolved to be sold. That pro- 
posal was also approved by the Govern- 
ment and the approval communicated by 
Exhibit D-17 dated 20-10-1958. The sale 
deed in respect of the said 25 cents is 
Exhibit D-36 dated 24-&-195a . • 

G. The appellant-pl^titf states that he 
came to know of the sales much later 
when he found respondent 3 (defendant 3) 
doing preliminary work on the land for 
putting up some structures on the land. 
He issued a notice dated 6-9-1960 Ex. P. 1 
addressed to the -State Government, tte 
President of the notified area and defen- 
dant 3 Clunnappa. questioning the lega- 
lity or propriety of the sales to Chinnappa 
and informing all of them that they riiould 
reconr’Sy the lands in his favour. This 
notice was issued through a lawyer. We 
suit was filed on 23-3-1961 praying for 
a decree declaring that the original land 
acquisition proceedings were null and void 
that the two sales In favour of defendant 
3 were also ' null and void and did not 
convey any title, declaring that the plaln- 
tifl was entitled to a right of pre-emption 
and directing the defendants to execute 
reconveyance of the 65 cents of land ecdd 
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to Chinnappa for a condderation of 
^ 4.750 or in the alternative, for da ma ges 
In the sum of Bs. 5,000. 

7. The case made out In the plaint 
was that while the plalntiS had bona fide 
believed at the time of the original com- 
pulsory acquisition t^t the same was 
being made for the pubUc purposes ex- 
pressed in the relevant no^cations, he 
had since discovered that the said pro- 
cerfings were a mere cloak for ma k ing 
available to defendant 3 Chinnappa a po> 
tion of land belonging to the p la intiff 
alter acquiring the same compulsorily and 
that the said nefarious purpose was put 
through by the then President of the 
notified area one Mogappa. It Is also 
stated that in any event when the land 
acquired from the plaintiff was not ac- 
tually used for the purpose for which it 
had been acquir^ the State Government 
as well as the local authority impleaded^ as 
defendants 1 and 2 were bound to 

the first option to the plaintiff to re- 
purchase the land. It Is on the basis of 
these allegations that the several prayers 
mentioned above have been made. 

8. The defence put forward by the first 
two defendants was that apart from the 
lands of the plaintiff, adjacent lands of 
two other owners were also acquired undes 
the I^and Acquisition Act, that alter, 
utilising 1 acre 44 cents of land for the 
purpose for which the acquisition had been 
made 65 cents of land which remained as 
surplus were sold to defendant 3 as the 
notified area Committee was of ^e opimon 
that it was no longer necessary for the 
purposes mentioned above. The notified 
area Committee further pleaded that while 
Belling the land it had made certain 
stipulations in public Interest or for bene- 
fit of the public such as the theatre 
when built should be made available for 
public fimctions of the local authority and 
also pleaded that a theatre properly run 
priii augment tfte fax resources of tfig 
notified area also. 

9. Defendant 3 reristed the suit on the 
ground that the plaintiff who had not orl- 
ginallr objected to the compulsory aeguia- 
Uon was not entitled to question the 
same as illegal, that the legal ba^ for 
the plaintiff's claim was not tenable and 
that the sales in his favour were not liable 
to be set aside on any of the grounds 
depended upon by the plaintiff. 

10. The District Judge In his Judg- 
ment has rejected all the contentions of 
the plaintiff. He held that fte plaintiff 
has failed to prove any fraud or 
other informative drcuinstances suffl- 
dent to set at riaught the legal effect of 
the compxjlsory acquisition and has also 
failed to make out a case of collusion or 
mala fides on the part of the then Preri- 
dent of the notifi^ area. Mc^appa and 
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defendant 3. Ultimately he dismissed 
the suit 

. 11. In This appeal, the prayers based 
On the right of pre-emption for a recon- 
veyance of land to the plaintiff has not 
been pressed. The arguments have been 
confined in the last analysis to the vali- 
dity or propriety of the sales in favour 
of defendant 3. 

^ 12. _ So far as the compulsory acquisi- 
tion itself is concerned, we do not think 
that it is at all possible for the plaintiff- 
appellant either on facts or upon any 
legal principle, to impugn its v^dity. 
There is no doubt that the purposes 
stated to be the ones for which the acqui- 
sition was being made in the relevant 
notifications are public piuposes which 
would finmish sufficient constitutional 
foundation for compulsory acquisition. It 
is also found frankly admitted by the 
plaintiff himself in his evidence before 
the trial Court that at the time of the 
acquisition he had bona fide believed 
that such purposes existed and that land 
was being acquired for the said pur- 
poses. Further, once a declaration of 
the existence of a public ptupose is made 
under Section 6 of the Land Acquisition 
Act, the declaration becomes conclusive 
by force of statute. The only way in 
which the said finality can be got rid of 
is by proving what in law is regarded as 
fraud on power. There is no allegation 
of any such fraud on the part of the 
Government or any individual officer of 
the Government who was concerned with 
the acquisition, much less, therefore, any 
evidence on it, 

13. We therefore, proceed to discuss 
the contentions on the footing that the 
compulsory acquisition originally made 
was perfectly valid and not 0 F»en to ques- 
tion. 

14. So far as the sales made in favoim 
of defendant 3 Chinnappa are concerned, 
it win be convenient to discuss the argu- 
ments imder two different heads; 

(i) in relation to powers of the noff- 
fied area to dispose of the land and the 
requirements of law governing the sam^ 
and (ii) the facts relating to the case of 
mala fides or improper conduct^ on the 
part of Mogappa to benefit Chinnappa 
defendant 3. 

15. Taking up the second part fir^ 
the entire case seems to rest upon a col- 
lusion between Mogappa and ChinnaOTC. 
Admittedly Mogappa was the President 
of the notified area during the ycare 
1953 to 1957. It is also ,in 
dcncc that during that period the 
Committee for the notified area was nov 
functioning and that nU the fune.ions 
and powers of the committee were b-^ng 
discharged and exercised by the 
Mogappa as President V,e have also 
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stated earlier that it was this Mogappa 
who had ^ven sanction to Chinnappa to 
construct a cinema theatre so early as in 
August^ 1957 although the permission 
was with reference to Chinnappa’s own 
Imd of 14 cents m extent Chiimappa 
has admitted that it was Mogappa who 
told him that ftuther land adjacent to 
his land belonging to the local authority 
was available. Mogappa has admitted in 
his evidence that he did not publish the 
proposal to sell the land in the Gazette, 

It is also pointed out that there was 
at least one other application by one 
Channabasappa, son of Adike Nanjappa, 
dated 15-2-1957 for purchase of the land 
but that the same was by-passed for the 
benefit of defendant 3 by keeping it 
pending and unattended to. A reference 
is also made to a letter by two merchants 
of the locality Exhibit D-19 dated 14-9- 
1959 complaining that the land had been 
sold for a low price when they them- 
selves were prepared to pay much higher 
price for the same. 

16. As against the above circums- 
tances and the documents, the respon- 
dents have relied upon other indi^utable, 
or what they describe as indisputable 
facts. Although at the time applications 
for sale of the land were made Mogappa 
was the President of the Local autho- 
rity, when the decision to sell was talien 
be had ceased to be the President, and 
one Chandrasekharaiah was the Presi- 
dent, and further there was also the 
Committee functioning. The two resolu- 
tions to which we have already made a 
reference are resolutions passed by the 
entire Committee and were unanimously 
passed. Before the resolutions were 
given effect to, the permission of the Gov- 
ernment was sought. For enabling the 
Government to decide whether or not to 
accord an approval, the Deputy Commis- 
sioner of Coorg had made a local inspec- 
tion and submitted a report recommend- 
ing that approval. may be accorded to the 
resolutions of the local authority. 

The respondents contend that there 
Is no evidence, nor even any suggestion 
that either Chandrashekharaiah or the 
members of the Committee or any of 
the Officers of the Government acted In 
bad faith or that Mogappa nnd/or Chin- 
nappa had such influence or could exert 
such influence upon any one of tlicm to 
act othenrise than in the course of bona 
fide exerdse of power. It is not even the 
case of the plaintifl either in his plaint 
or in his cddence that any one of tlicr.e 
persons had acted mala fide or in the in- 
terest of Chinnappa, 

17. It appears to us that the weight 
of probabilitiC.s is entirely agninsl Uic case 
of ti;e plaintiff. It is tnie ns Indicated 
Ir,- one of the documents tiuff Me.gn.cpa 
was lidng ns n tcncs.nt in one of Use 
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homes belonCimJ to Chinnappa. It Is 
also point^ out that In the application 
made ^ Chlimappa himself, he hm stated 
that besides the 14 cents of land fn 
Chowdalu village and 1 acre of wet land 
somewhere else, he was not possessed of 
any other properties. It is on these two 
drcumstances the first suggestion Is made 
that although the purchase is sought to 
be made in the name of Chinnappa. he 
being a person of such Impecunious dr- 
cumstances, the real benefit was gdng to 
be secui^ by Mogappa. Apart from the 
fact that the ba^ is too slender for this 
large inference, the argument itself Is 
destructive of the main case that 
Mogappa was abusing his power or por- 
tion for the benefit of a private Indivi- 
du 2 d like Chinnappa. 

The argument that even the Govern- 
ment were misled by thinking that the 
land that was sought to be sold had been 
purchased by the local authority as ap* 
pears from the report of the Deputy 
Commissioner, is of no value for two 
reasons. First, In the file in whldi 
this matter was dealt with, there Is the 
report of the Subedar of Samwarpet 
Taluk giving full particulars to the efifect 
that the land had been compulsorily 
acquired for the benefit of the local 
authority and transferred to the local 
authority who had paid the compensa- 
tion themot Secondly, when the very 
2>eputy Commissioner who had made 
that report has given evidence and was 
available for cross-exarcdnation by the 
plaintiO, not a single suggestion was put 
to him to the effect that either he was 
misled or he deliberately misled the 
Government by describing the land com- 
pulsorily acqidred as merely land pun* 
chased by the local authority. 

_ 18. The oral evidence In the case b 
singularly deroid of any support for the 
^ise of mala fides. The plaintiti who 
has ^ven evidence has -not stated any 
or any matter refattcg to his case 
of ma la tides. Mogappa has adoutted 
Certain facts to which we have already 
made a reference, but has rejected the 
^y suggestion put to in regard to 
this case of mala fide as follows:— 

•Tt is not true that no possession ot 
the acquired land have been taken by 
the notified area at the time when defor- 
dant 3- offered to purchase the Iwd. K 
is not correct to state that I took the ap- 
plication from Ounnappa on the first In- 
stance and then preceded to acquire the 
lands.” 

From Chinnappa the admlsrion has been 
elidted that It was Mogappa who told 
him that the land was availabla Ex- 
cepting that fact, there Is nothing 
elidted from him which lends any sup- 
port to the case of mala fidea In 
chief-ezamination he has deposed that 
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he has accepted the sale subjecf to the 
conditions mentioned in the agreements 
E:^bits D-1 and D-2, that at the time of 
hfs purdiase Mogappa had ceased to have 
any conne^on with the local authority 
but that its affairs were being rnanaged 
by a Committee of 12 persons. The value 
of these answers has not been taken away 
or weakened by anything elidted In the 
course of his cross-examination. 

18. We are not satisfied, therefore, 
that the plaintiff coxild successfully attack 
the shies In favoiur of defendant 3 on the 
ground of mala fides or abuse of power. 

20. The leg^ argument Is to a con- 
dderable extent linked with the purposes 
of the compulsory acquisition and the dr- 
ctunstances attending the same. Indeed 
It is not possible for the plaintiff to con- 
struct his case completely without some 
reliance being placed upon either the in- 
firmities in the first compulsory acquisf- 
tlon or the drcumidances in wMcb the 
said acquisiUon had been made. 

2L The general background of _ the 
argument is that compul^ry acqulation 
Is a restriction on a fundamental righb 
that the restriction can be placed beyond 
reproach only If the acquisition is made 
for a public purpose. Unless such a 
public purpose exists and the land com- 
pulsorily acquired is used either wholly 
or to a very substantial extent for the said 
purpose, there is no constitutionally justi- 
fiable basis for depriving a dtizen of his 
land on the prindple of subordinating 
private Interest for public piupose. 

22. The next step In the argument Is 
that if after acquisition it Is found that 
a portion thereof is not required for the 
purpose for which it had been acquired, 
the same cannot be diverted to any other 
purpose, because to do so wotild be to 
lead to a restilt that the fundamental 
right of the original owner had been 
unnecessarily infringed. A modification 
of this line of argument is that If the 
Hand BO tmuttflseef fs of a suBstmttai ex- 
tent. irrespective of whatever proportion 
It may to the total acquired, the 
legal value of the rituatlon should be 
dealt with as if the said land alone was 
the subject of acquisition, with the result 
that the entire a«tuirition itself may 
become open to attack on the groxmd 
that no public purpose existed for Its 
-acqulrition. 

23. Finally it Is stated that II there 
‘b^such sumlus land, the only proper 
t hin g to do is to reconvey the land to the 
person from whom it had bwn acquired, 
because In the light of the effect which 
the acquisition has on the fuad^ental 
lights of citizens, that Is the only way tn 
which the acquisition may be completely 
placed beyond reproach. 

2H. Although the colour ^ven to the 
argument in the light of fundamental 
rights makes It prima facie attractive, we 
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fin rl it difficult to ^ve fun effect to It 
.for the reason that it -may lead to con- 
Eeauences which are clearly opposed to 
established principles, 

25. The fxindamental right conrists in 
ilMs, namely, that a person shall not be 
deprived of his property except for a 
public pxrrpose. If, as a matter of faci, 
a public pmmose did exist for matog a 
compulsory acquisition, the acqumtion it- 
self will be beyond the reproach that it 
is in violation of any fundamental ngM. 

Once an acquisition is therefore perfect- 
ly valid, it will be too wide a proposition 
to state that the possibility of some land 
being surplus or unnecessary for the ori- 
ginal purpose for which it was accruire^ 
could, operate retrospechyely to mvau- 
date the acqmsitioii either 
part .The position m regard to the uto 
sation of the surplus land has to be dealt 
with upon consideratior^ wffi^ q^e 
consistent with the fact that the origi 
nal acquiation Ss perfectly valicu 

26. Those principles have to he lool^ 
for in the ordinary law of property 
After aU, compulsory acqi^noii is a 
mode of acquisition 
transfer of title from an 
State or an authority or 
When land is compulsorily acquired oy 
Se Government it becomes Goira^ent 
land. When land is acquired toe GOT 
emment for a local autoon^ and ^ 
same is transferred to toe |oc^ 
rito. the land belongs to or ,^com^ tne 
property of the ^ocal autoon^- ^ 
mal circumstances and m the a j 

any’ conditions or the Innd 

by toe law in pulihc toe tana 

becomes subject to the nor^ right or 

a statutory body, the b as 
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a statutory noay, -- ^ 

?™SS‘'’as°'u£t of'Si 

IS; tot to to matter 
utilisation and disposal ^ ^ or con- 

toe statutory hody_JS go made 

trolled by the Provision ^e^y 
in the statute governing toe same, 

owner of land, the cm pcnver 

be considered is 7 !^hetoer ^ ^ 

of disposing of toe Wus ™ 

so. subject to what conditions c 

28, Before ‘ot 

that question, we miGhtdi^^^-^ 

tocr argument namely. divert the 

this case was 

?™^-hi^ch°it%as'b^n acquired, and «iat 

therefore, toe sotc Uils 

^^^cmfrtoariic'^&d^l^^'becmsoW 


for the purpose of putting up a theatre 
by a private individual, toat rumung a 
theatre is not one of toe purposes witiun 
toe competence of toe local authority, 
and toat permitting toe individual to do 
so is to divert toe property to a private 
purpose. It appears to us toat toe build- 
ing of a theatre is an immaterial circums- 
tance. The essence of toe matter is, 
property is being sold by toe local autho- 
rity to an individual If it can sell the 
property, then toe use to which toe pur- 
chaser puts toe property is of no con- 
sequence so far as the power of disposal 
is concerned. 

The fact toat in this case toe purchaser 
happened to be one who wanted to put 
up a cinema theatre and toe local 
authority taking advantage of toe situa- 
tion made certain stipulations in its own 
interest such as reserving toe right to 
use toe theatre for its public functions, 
should not make any difference to toe 
essence of toe matter, namdy. toe trm- 
saction was a simple sale of land by the 
local authority to defendant 3. 

29. So far as toe powers of toe locd 
authority are concerned, toe relevmt 
statute is toe Coorg Mumapal Re/^la- 
tion, 1907 (Regulation II of 1907). S ec- 
tion 51 deals with toe topic of Propei^ 
vested in toe committee. Suh-section (11 
thereof reads: 

"Subject to’ any spedd rp^afaon 
which may be made by toe State Gov- 
ernment, all property of toe nature her(^ 
inafter in this section specified and 
Sfuated within the limita of the m;^- 
dpality shall be vest^ m and bdong to 
the committee, and shato with all otow 
property which may become vested In 
toe cmnmittee. be under its dme^oiv 
management and control, ^d shall he 
hSd and applied ^ it for too purposes 

a 7 ie^h-lSti?n°'toereaf^ enumerate 
v^ous taTses of property. Ii^oveable 
Sd moveable induding dust, ^ dung, 
^hes eta Sub-section (2) reads: 

"The State Government ^,9% 

fication in toe offidal ga 2 ette, direct toat 
nw property' which has vested undc^ 
..rr+inn fiy in the committee shall 
SSe to be LJ vested, and toereupon the 
prm^rty specified in tlie notification shall 
to be so vested, and ^ <g>y- 

<n*mTr»Pnf mn y P3SS Sticll ordcrs CIS 
toink fit regarding the di^sal and 
SSagement of such P^°Porty. 

30 Kdiance is placed on bo.h toc.^ 

Erections as affording an tofcrcnce 
ttot tS local authority has the power 
n^dL^sal of surplus preperty and also 
?^/ti^ proposition that tiie actual tos- 
in this reis-'' may well be pelated to 
Govc.r,.teCt 

'■“If In tli^ Bcrrja- 

tion'any spedfio prohibition agahist dis- 
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posal of land or any other property be- 
loneing to the local authority by way of 
sale or otherwise. Although sub-sea (1) 
uses the words ‘'direction, management 
and control" but not such words as "sale 
or disposal”, it is argued that the express 
terms of the first part of sub-section (1) 
by which the property Is described aa 
bang vested in and belonging to the 
committee taken along with the fact that 
there is no prohihitlcm against sale, must 
be regarded as recognising the normal 
principle that the ownership of property 
carries with it the normal right of dis- 
pose and that in the case of a local 
authority governed by this section the 
same amplitude of power must be con- 
ceded to it subject only to special reser- 
vations, if any, made by the State Gov- 
'emment. 

32. It appears to us that the last men- 
tioned proporition is sound and should be 
accepted. As we have already pointed 
out, the diSerence between an Individual 
owner and a statutory body in the matter 
of an enioyment of property Is that 
whereas an individual full liberty to 
deal with the property la any way he 
likes without Injuring the rights of 
others, in the case of a statutory body 
the user or disposal of the property Is 
governed by the nature of the statutory 
duties imposed upon the statutory 
body and the restriction, it any. placed 
by the statute in the matter of Its user 
and dlsposaL In the case of statutes 
govenung local authorities, the usual 
way In which control Is exerdsed Is pro- 
viding for previous approval or sanction 
or control eta, by the State Government 
or any other named Officer of the Gov- 
ernment. 

33. In this view, wp do not think If 
necessary to exandne the correctness of 
the alternative argument, namely, that 
the two orders of the Government Ex- 
hibits D-16 and D-17 already referred to 
may be regarded as notified orders under 
sub-section (2) divesting the local autho- 
rity of the property and the Government 
themselves making a disposal thereof- In 
this case, the orders are clearly -in the 
nature of approval by the Government of 
a disposal by the local authority itself 
and not an order which first divests the 
property from the . local authority and 
then places it at the disposal of the Gor- 
ernment followed by an order of Govern- 
ment directing the manner, of disposaL 

34. The actual case is one of a rimple 
sale by the loed authority of surplus 
land, the Government having accorded 
approval thereta 

33. The only remaining portion of the 
argument bearing on this aspect of the 
case is that becatise the land Was of an 
extent of 65 cents which is dearly a sub- 
area, the acquisition should be 
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viewed as If the said land alone had been 
subject of acquisition. This argument 
was put forward In answer to the argu- 
ment on behalf of the respondent that 
out of 2 acres and 19 cents acquired for 
footpath and market a substantial, por- 
tion thereof having been utilised for the 
said purpose, no argument of any Invali- 
dity can be pressed In respect of the dis- 
pel of the balance. 

36. It appears to us that the baric as- 
sumptions made in both these arguments 
are insufficient to furnish support for 
anything like a prindple of general ap- 
plication, because the extent of the land 
acqwred, the extent of the land which 
remains surplus and the proportion which 
one may bear to the other are not the 
only circumstances, much less dreums- 
tanqes of decisive value for examining 
the' question of the validity or otherwise 
of tits user or di^sal In the light of the 
purpose stated for original compulsory 
acquisition. Before one could entertain 
or express any opinion on the validity of 
disposal of surplus, further dreums- 
tances which have a direct bearing on 
the orieioal acquisition of the land itself 
have to be considered If, as we have 
already stated upon facta the original 
acquisition is not open to the objectira 
of lack of public purpose, then the 
manner in which the surplus land is dealt 
with cannot, in my opinion, have any ef- 
fect on the validity of the acquisition hoi 
can the purpose stated for acquisition 
have any relevance to the validity of the 
manner in which the surplus land has 
been dealt with. XI the circumstances 
are such that the declaration of the 
public purpose in the notification under 
Section 6 Itself may be looked upon with 
suspidon, it may be a case for investiga- 
tion and decision Whether the process of 
compulsory acquisition was not resorted 
to as a cloak for an unlawful purpose. 

37. The question therefore, has to be 
dealt with as one of fact In all the cir- 
cumstances of each case and not one 
which can be disposed of on a general 
prindple of law. l/pon facts In this case, 
we have found that there was no Infirmi- 
ty attaching to the original compulsory 
acquisition and no mala fides or abuse of 
power suffldent to Invalidate the sales In 
favour of defendant 3. 

38. This Is suffident to ffispose of the 
argument addressed on behalf of the ap- 
pellant 

39. We will only notice one further 
argument addressed on behalf of the res- 
pondents though not raised In the trial 
Court. It is pointed out that under Sec- 
tion 33 of the Coorg Munidp^ Kegula- 
tioQ. no suit can be instituted against a 
committee or any of Its officers eta In 
respect of anything done or purporting 
to have been done under the Begulation 
until after the exjniy of two months 
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next after the notice in writing stating 
the cause of action and other particulars 
mentioned in sub-section (1) thereof, and 
that sub-section (2) expressly states: 

"Every such suit shall be dismissed un- 
less it is instituted within six months 
from the date of the accrual of the 
alleged cause of action ^d service of 
such notice, as aforesaid is admitted or 
proved.” 

40-41. The argument Is that because 
the question is purely one^of law the 
facts necessary to decide it ^e admitted 
or clearly appear on record, the smt 
must be dismissed even at appellate stage 
because what is provided in sub-s^on 
(21 is mandatory direction to the Court 
to dismiss the suit in the circumstances 
stated tlierein. 

42. As, however, this question has not 
been examined, especi^y the que^on 
whether the present suit is of a natme 
which can be said to come ^ectly with- 
in the scope of Section 3_3. 

sary to express any opimon thereon. 

43. Our findings on the merits of me 
case are a better reason for coi^r^g 
^ trial Court’s decree dismissmg the 

The appeal is dism issed with 
costs. Appeal dismissed. 
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•K Eranna and others. Petitioners ^ 
for Hindu Kebgous md 
Charitable Endowments, Bangalore ana 
others. Respondents. 

Writ Petns. Nos. 4785 and 6542 of 

denomination within the mean- 
ing of the Article. . , j- - 

Hindus, in the larger sense, mcluding 

S Art. 26. AIR 1959 Onssa 5. 

While appredating the st^cance of 
th« word "religious denomination 
Court should take a common sense wev 
and be guided by considerations of practi- 
Sd necesdtY. It is not necessary to coi^ 

tl? Kli-SifSminSlo'J 
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to a section of such denomination. 

(Para 6) 

(B) Madras Hindu Religions and Charit- 
able Endowments Act (19 of 1951), Sec- 
tions 39 and 41 — Appointment of trus- 
tees in respect of Public Hindu Temples 
under — Area committee has no power 
of, as Ss. 39 and 41 are invalid as viola- 
tive of Art, 26 of the Constitution. 

The Area Committee has no power to 
appoint trustees in exerdse of its power 
under Section 41 read with Section 39 In 
respect of Public Hindu Temples as Sec- 
tions 39 and 41 which vest such power in 
Area Committee are invalid as violative 
of Art. 26 of the Constitution- AIR 1960 
Mys. 18, Rel. on. (Para 8) 

It cannot be said that in view of the 
provisions of Sections 9 and 22 of the 
Act as the right to administer the pro- 
perty of the temples in question are not 
taken away from the religious denomina- 
tion, viz. Hindus in such case. Art 26 
is not attracted. (Para 8) 

The sections other than Sections 39 and 
41 dearly indicate that the Government 
has reserved to itsdf absolute powers to 
administer the properties of the Institu- 
tions. The religious denomination is not 
left with any power. Trustees appomted 
under the Act would virtually be sa- 
vants of the State through whom the 
State will exerdse its own power of 
management and controL The 
dons of Sections 9 and 22 of the Ad 
which prescribe that the officers mo 
trustees of the religious in^tutions shaU 
be persons professing the Hindu Relifnon 
do not affect the absolute character m the 
powers vested in the Government, Th^e 
provisions do not save the right of the 
relifjious denomination to adminismr the 
property of the temples. (Para 8) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 

(1964) AIR 1964 SC 1501,(V 51) = 

1964-7 SCR 32. Raia Bira Eishore 
Deb V. State of Orissa 7 

{I960) AIR 1960 Mys 18 (V 47), K. 
Mukundaraya Shenoy v. State of 
^fy*^orG 

{1959)“ AIR 1959 Orissa 5 (V 40) - 
ILR (1958) Cut 369. Bam Cnan^lra 
Deb V Slate of Orissa ‘ 

(1954?^ 1954 SC 282 (\; 41) 

1954 SCR 1005. Commr. Hindu 
Rdigious Endovmaents, Madras _ 

V. Lakshmindm Tlnrtha Swamiar 8 

(Itla-l) AIR 1954 SC 383 (\' 41) ” 

ISM SCR 1055, RatUal Panachand 
Gandhi v. State of Bombay 6. S 

"^'a^'a'^Kolhavnle. Advocate 
Petitioner. K. S. Hattamvamy. H. C. Gm^. 
Ple.adcr for Rcspondents^^l to -t and ?.*. R. 
Achnr for Respondents » to 9. 

S C. Ehat: Advoc-ato. for PclitinntTH 
K. S. Puttaswamy, for P.esponden.s 4» 
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ORDER;— As common questions arise 
lor consideration in these writ peti- 
tions, they are heard together and a 
common order Is passed, 

2. The petitioner In Writ Petition 
No. 4785 of 1969 has been the 
trusee of three temples, viz., Mallik- 
arjuna Swamy Temple, Anjaneya 
Temple and SomalapuraAnJaneva Swamy 
t^ple, situate at MalapanagudI village 
In Hospet Taluk, Bellary Dirtrict, He Is 
also a devotee of the temples. It Is alleg- 
ed that prior to his being appointed as 
a trustee, his father was the trustee of 
the above-said institutions, and on his 
resignation, the petitioner was appointed 
as a trustee for the aforesaid institutions 
^ November 1960. The Area Committee 
of Bellary passed a resolution on 30-5- 
1969, appointing respondents Nos. 5 to 9 
as trustees of tiie above said temples. The 
petitioner being aggrieved by the afore- 
said resolution, filed a revirion petition 
before the first respondent under S. 18 of 
the Madras ReUgious and Charitable En- 
dowments Act, 1951. The first respondent 
passed orders on 21-8-1969 dismissing 
the petitioner’s revision petition. The 
petitioner, therefore, has filed this writ 
petition praying that the resolution bear- 
ing No.l42/ADC/o8-69, pass^ by the 
Area Committee. Bellary, on 30-5-1969. 
and the Order dated 21-{^1969 passed 
the first respondent be quashed. 


3. RetiUoners In W. P. No. 6542 of 
1969 are also devotees of the temples 
In Question. The first petitioner b a 
hereditary Pu]ari of Mallikarjuna Swamy 
Temple. They are also aggrieved by the 
resolution made by the Area Committee 
on 30-5-1969. appointing respondents 3 to 
7, who are respondents 5 to 9 In the con- 
nected writ petition, as trustees for a 
period of five years. The petitioners 
being aggcteved by the aforesaid resolu- 
tion. have filed the writ petition for a 
declaration that the resolution dated 
30-5-1969 passed by the Area Committte, 
b illegal, null and void; and respondents 
3 to 7 are not legally constituted Trustees 
ol the temples in question. 


4. Prom the true copy of the resolu- 
tion of the Area Committee, It is seen 
that tile appointment of the trustees b 
made in exerdse of ib powers imder 
Section 41 read with Section 39 of the 
Madras Hindu Relirious and Charitable 
Endomnents Act, 1951 (hereinafter called 
the Act). It b contended by the peti- 
tioners that the Area Committee, was not 
competent to pass the abovesaid resolu- 
tion, in view of the fact that Sections 39 
and 41 of the Act have been struck down 
as being invalid by thb Court In Its 
decision reported in AIR 1960 Mys 18 


5. The respondenb contend that the 
decision above referred to does not 
apply to the temples in question. They 
£tate that "the tuples In question are 
public Hindu Temples. All Hindus axe 
entitled to worship in the said temples. 
The decision cited by the petitioners ap- 
plies to sectional or denominational tem- 
ples. Art 26 of the Constitution is whol- 
ly inapplicable to the present temples. 
Therefore, it Is not correct to state that 
under Section 41 read with Section 39 of 
the Act the Area Committee has no power 
to appoint trustees in respect of Public 
Hindu Temples" In the decision reported 
In AIR 1960 Mys 18 K. Mukundaraya She- 
nov’s case, the question relating to the 
validity of Sections 39 & 41 was rabed in 
connection with the temples founded, 
owned and ad minis tered by a commumty 
called Gowd Saraswath Brahmin Com- 
munity of Raup Peta. Thb Court con- 
sidered that the said community constitu- 
ted a religious denomination which had 
the light to adminbter the property of 
the temples in accordance with law. The 
Court proceeded on the basb that imder 
the eri)eme of management the denomi- 
nation was exercising powers of ccntrol 
and management by appointing trustees 
of Its own choice. In ether words, the 
denomination was exercising Its power 
of control, management and supervision 
over these Institutions through their own 
representatives elected for that purpose 
On an examination of the provisions of 
the Act, it was observed as hereunder: 

", trustees can no loi^ger be 

dected by the denomination but are to 
be appointed by the Commissioner or the 
Area Committee as the case may be. then 
the denomination ceases altogether to 
have any control over the management of 
the Institutions In question. This being 
the position, it can rightly be contoried 
that the Act in question by rirtue of 
these sections has completely taken away 
the right of administration from the 
hands of the religious denomination and 
has vested It In another authorities and 
as such violated the right guarantee 
under Art. 26 of the Constitution. 

Trustees appointed under the Act 
would virtually be servants of the State 
through whom the State will exercise 
Ib own power of management and con- 
trol. Even the existing trustees who 
had been appointed by the denominations 
would have to function as trustees under 
the Act. In other words, they will be 
deemed to have been appoint^ by the 
authorities concerned and would be Ibble 
to be removed and dismissed by the pa i d 
authorities.” 

They came to the condurion that Sec- 
tions 39 and 41 are ultra vires the Con- 
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tute as a vjiiole and othCT circumstances 
which mU naturally vary from case to 
case, a duty to make a judicial approach 
ma y be inferred. As section 17 does not 
make provision for hearing the holder of 
the license, the principle of natural jus- 
tice was not 'violated. 

We are imable to subscribe to the 
aforesaid view, l^e principle of natu- 
ral justice has now been given a wide 
connotation in (1969) 1 S. C. A. 605 = 
(AIR 1970 SC 150) A. K Kraipak v. 
Union of India. At page 614 their Lord- 
ships observed thus: 

"The aim of the rules of natmal ju^ce 
is to secure justice, or, to put it negative- 
ly to prevent miscarriage _ of justice. 
These rules can operate only in areas not 
covered by any law validly made, m 
other words, they do not supplant tte 
law of the land but supplement it. The 
concept of natural justice, has undergone 
a great deal of change in 
In the past it was thought that it mcmd- 
ed just tv'o rules, namely (1) no 
be a judge of his own case_ and (2) n 
decision shall be given agamst a 
without affording him a ’ 

ing. Very soon thereafter, 
was envisaged and that is, 
judicial enquiries must be 
faith, without bias and not arbitrary or 
unreasonably. But in the course of years 
many more subsidiary i^es Jo h 

added to the rules of natural^ justice. 
very recently, it was the opmon of tte 
courts that unless the authority co 
ed was required, by the law imdCT 
it functioned, to act -nri^ 

no room for the application of t P 
ciples of natural justice, 

that limitation is que^oned It tne 

purpose of the rules of one 

to prevent miscarriage of I^i 
fails to see why those en- 

made inapplicable to admmistra ^ ^ 
quiries. Often times it is "ot e^^rSve 
the line that demarcated 
enquiries from quasi-judiaal .j^inis- 
Enquiries which were considered .j 
trative at one time are imw Arriving 

ed as quasi-judicial in nnasi- 

at a just decision is the aim of 
judicial enquiries as vyeU f 
tive enquiries. An unjust deem „ore 
administrative enquiry in a 

far-reaching effect^ ^ 
quasi-judicial enquiry. wefT of 

The aforc-said dictum \%ndCTS the vu-m 
the concept of natural justice. 

13. As the right 

hold the license is, clearly a£f^ted b>^th^ 

order of cancellation, ^ritrinal re- 

entitled to a hearing by the ongmal ^ 

voking authority and 
portunity of defendmg this 
ition 17. doubtless, raak^ , here 

for hearing the parly. It is exac y 
/-v_j lo Trrr rz SA 


that the prindple of natural justice would 
be invoked to supplement the law. 

14. That the principle of natural jus-i 
tice should be followed in revoking the 
license is also apparent from the provi-' 
sion for appeaL Under Section 18 (5) no 
appeal can be disposed of unless the ap-j 
pellant has been given a reasonable op-' 
portunity of being heard. The right of, 
appeal would be wholly illusory and husk 
if the delinquent had no opportunity of 
placing materials before the revoking 
authority on the strength of which the 
order appealed against could be assailed. 
Otherwise, if the original revoking autho- 
rity is careful enough to pass a reasoned 
order in support of his subjective satis- 
faction, the right of appeal has no value. 

15. Though the statute malies no 
specific provision for a right of hearing 
at the initial stage the same could be 
legitimately inferred from the provision 
in appeal. 

This view gels full support from AIR 
1957 Mad 692, (Ponnambalam v. Sara- 
Ewati): AIR 1966 All 265. (Jai Narain Rai 
V District Magistrate. Azamgarh); AIR 
1967 Mys 238, (Naneppa, v. Divisional 
Commr. Bangriore Division). We res- 
pectfully difier from the view expressed 
in AIR 1969 Assam and Nagaland 50 (FB) 
and some other decisions like AIR 1954 
Rai 264 Kishore Singh v. State of 
Rajasthm and AIR I960 Madh Pra,157. 
Moti Miyan v. Commr. Indore Dmsion 
on which the Assam case is based. 

16. On the aforesaid analysis, we hold 
that the two impugned orders are wath- 
out jiuisdiction inasmuch as the 
tioner was given no reasonable, opporm-, 
nity of bein^ heard and of placins niate-: 
rials in support of his ^se and chal-; 
lenging the matenals placed by the 
Police. V7e quash the tivo orders and 
direct that the petitioner s gun be restor- 
ed to him with a proper hcense. 

17 In the result the application is 
allowed. The impugned orders are 
iSed by issuing a vyit of certiora^ 
A writ of mandamus be is^ed rommand- 
bifTSposite party. No. 1 
mm to the petitioner v.ath a mbd 
Ecm=e, as soon as the petitioner apphes 
for Hc^se. In the circumstances tiiere 
toU be no order as to costs. 

IK R N. RnSRA, J.:— I agree. 

Petition allowed. 
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Indos trial Disputes Act (1947), Sec- 
tion 25-FFF — Closure of an undertak- 
ing — Statutory dissolntion of Khadi 
Board under Section 4 (2), proviso of 

Orissa Khadi and Village Indnstrics 
^ard Act ( 3 of 195G) is covered under 
Section 25-FIT — Clerk of a Board 
whose service is terminated on dissofu- 
tion of l^adi Board is entitled for coi^ 
pensation — He most work out his 
remedies under Indostrial Disputes Act 
— Writ under Article 226 not maintain- 
able. 

Section 25-FFF ol the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act 1947 covers cases of closure of 
an Industrial undertaking for any reason. 

A statutory closure or dissoution la 
covered also under Section 25-FFF. The 
Khadi Board constituted xinder the Orissa 
Khadi and Village Industries Board Act, 
1956, is an industry and is governed by 
the provisions of the Industrial Zhsputes 
Act. The statutory dissolution prescrib- 
ed under the proviso to Section 4 (2) of 
the Khadi Board Act is covert by 
Section 25-FFF of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947. Conseouently, where on 
dissolution ol the Board service of 
a person who was appointed as a clerk 
in the Board is terniinated, he is entitled 
to cert ain compensation under Sec- 
tion 25'FFF of the Industrial Disputes 
Act He must however, work out bis 
remedies, under the provisions of the 
said statute. It is difScult to go into 
the matter in a writ application and 
examine and compute the advantages to 
which he becomes entitled. 

^aras 6, 7 and 8) 

R. Mohanty, for Petitioner; Advocate 
General, for Opposite Parties. 

It. N. MISRA, J.; — This Is an appli- 
cation under Article 226 of the Constitu- 
tion of India by a person who had been 
appointed as a derk on 30-1-62 under the 
Orissa Khadi and Village Industries 

Board. Under Orissa Act 3 of 1956 <the 
Orissa Khadi and Village Industries 

Board Act, 1956) (herdnafter referred to 
as the Act) with effect from 15-6-56 the 
Orissa Khadi and Village Industries 

Board was constituted. It vras dissolved 
on 12-3-68, and on the following day 
the Director of Industries was put In 
charge of the affairs of the said Board. 
The petitioner’s service was terminated 
by a notice dated 1-5-68 with effect from 
15-6-68. The petitioner, challenges his 

termination of service and along with it 
questions the action of the State Govern- 
ment in dissolving the Board. 

2. Before discussing the points rdsed 
by Mr. Mohanty for the petitioner, it is 
necessary to make some reference to the 
provisions of the Act in order to appre- 
ciate his contentions. ' The relevant sec- 
tions, with which the disposal of this 
writ appUcation is concerned, are Sec- 


State (R. N. Misra J.) A-LK. 

tioQs 3. 4 end 15. For convenience the 
said sections are extracted;— 

"3. (1) The State Government with 
effect from such date as they may by 
notification appoint in this b^alf. shall 
establish for the purposes of tWs Act a 
Board to be called the Orissa Khadi and 
Village Industries Board. 

(2) The Board established under sub- 
section (1) shall be a body corporate in- 
corporate by its name with perpetual 
succession and common seal and may sue 
and be sued in its corporate name and 
shall be competent to acquire and hold 
and dispose of property both movable 
end immovable and to contract and do all 
things necessary for the purposes of this 
Act 

4. (1) The Board established xmder 
Section 3 shall consist of fifteen mem- 
bers both official and non-official, indud- ' 
leg the President and Secretary to be 
nominated by the State Government: 

Provided that — 

(a) the President of the Board shall be 
a noQ-offidal person nominated by the 
State Government; 

(b) the Secret^ shall be an officer of 
the State Government nominated as such; 

(c) not more than one-thM of the 
total number shall be official members 
of the Board. 

(2) The President, Secretary and other 
members of the Board shall hold office 
for such period as the State C^vemmeat 
may, by general or special order, direct: 

Provided that if at any time the 
State Government on being satisfied that 
tbe Board constituted under thii Act is 
not functioning properly or is incompe- 
tent to discharge its functions, decide 
that it shall be dissolved, they may lay 
such proposal before the Grissa Legisla- 
tive Assembly and on such proposal being 
accepted by a resolution of the Assem- 
bly, the Board shall stand dissolved on 
and from the date on which such resolu- 
tion is passed. 

(3) No member of the Board phaU 
receive or be paid from the Fund of 
the Board any salary or other remimera- 
tion for services rendered by him in any 
capacity. whatsoever but sludl be allowed 
travelling allowance as prescribed; 

Provided that the President may 
receive such monthly allowance as may 
be prescribed. 

15. On the Board ceasing to exist by 
dissolution under the proviso to sub- 
section ( 2 ) of Section 4 — 

p) all funds and other properties vest- 
ed in the. Board shall vest in tlw 
State Government: and 

(II) All liabilities, legally subsisting and 
enforceable against the Boa^ shall 
be enforceable against the State 
Government to the extent /of. the 
funds and properties vested in the 
State Government under CL (!)’*• 
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■ 3. On an analysis of Sections 3 and 4 it 
would be clear that Section 3 . concerns 
itself with the. incorporation of the Board 
and once the Board is incorporated the law 
of Corporation' seems to have been appli- 
ed and perpetual succession and common 
seal are provided for. Section 4 concerns 
itself witih the constitution of a particular 
Board and provides that 15 members, both 
official and non-official, including the 
President and the Secretary all of whom 
are to be nominated by the State Govern- 
ment will constitute the Board. There is 
clearly distinction between incorporation 
of the Board and its constitution. The 
proviso to Section 4 (2) provides the 
machinery for dissolving the Bo^d, ana 
it is stated that once the State Gwerm 
ment on being satisfied that the Board 
does not fiinction properly or is m- 
competent to discharge its functions lays 
a proposal before the Orissa Legislative 
Assembly and the said proposal is acced- 
ed by a resolution of that Ass^bly, me 
Board stands dissolved. Mr. Mohantys 
contentions with reference to these two 
sections are as follows; — 

(1) Section 3 provides for. a ^ corpora^ 
status for the Board once it is incorporat- 
ed The scheme of Section 3 

dicates that permanency is attached to 
the Board once it is incorporated. 

(2) Section 4 deals with 

Hon of the Board from tune to toe -^d 
whUe the body incorporated is a p^- 
Sanent one the Board at any P^cular 

time which consists of 15 n^bers to 
bTno^ated by the State Government 
Is available to change. 

f31 The dissolution conternplated undOT 
the proviso to Section 4 (2) is of 
Board which is oonstitoed under Sea 4 

SlS'^S^thf B^^d^whi^ 

& that once the resoulhon of the 
Assembly Ji£^cu?ar ^Sard vSh 

SjvTmm'nfto n™ Bearf in 
the manner indicated m SecUon 4 (1) ot 

^4 With reference to Section 15, 
the tcrminii of Hto points of tune i. e., 

Z. SUn .o! »n- 

Klion‘ol lh“ nm- Board under S<g- 
Etuuucn , to him. once the 

is rVconSitutcd the 
^ In the Board. The learned Adv^ 
General aPT>;armg for the op^to 


proviso to Section 4 (2) is disincorpora- 
tion and in the absence of any particular 
statutory provision to revest the proper- 
ties when a Board is reconstituted. Sec- 
tion 15 has to be given full effect and 
when all these three sections are read 
together it is clear that with the dissolu- 
tion, in terms of the proviso to Sec- 
tion 4 (2), there is an end to the Board. 
Besides these aspects Mr. Mohanty also 
contends that the State Government act- 
ed in an arbitrary and high-handed 
manner in placing their decision to dis- 
solve the Board before the Legislature. 
As a matter of fact a committee had been 
appointed by the State Government to 
review the activities of the Board as 
early as 1967 and the Committee furnish- 
ed its report on 8-3-68. But before the 
report was in the hands of the Govern- 
ment, the Government took their deci- 
sion to dissolve the Board and placed the 
draft resolution before the Legislative 
Assembly on 6-3-68. Ultimately the reso- 
lution was passed by the Legislature on 
12-3-68, but the report of the Committee, 
which went into the affairs of the Board 
at length, was never taken into account 
On these facts Mr. Mohanty’s contention 
is that the requirements of the proviso 
to Section 4 (2) have not been satisfied. 
He contends that there was no satisfac- 
tion reached by the State Government in 
the matter, particularly because the 
materials for satisfaction, if any, had not 
reached their hands and the Committee, 
as indicated above, had not reported by 
the time it is said that the State Govern- 
ment became satisfied. 


5. WhOe all these contentions were 
formulated by Mr. Mohanty, at the time 
of argument he indicated to us that he 
would confine his argument in this ca^ 
mainly to one aspect, namely, that the 
Khadi Board is an 'Industry’ and is gov- 
erned by the provisions of the Industnal 
Disputes Act. On the aforesaid premises 
he next contended that the provisions of 
Section 25-FFF of the Industrial Disputes 
Act were attracted and the State Govern- 
ment as the successor of the Board who 
•was the employer of tiie petitioner, was 
bound to make payment of ttc duas in 
terms of Section 25-FFF to the petitioner 
He indicated to us that if this aspect of 
the matter is decided, he would ^er\e 
his other contentions to bo raisM _ in 
Sime other suitable proceeding, nnd .^cc 
the petitioner is only a worlmian he L 
not interested to canvass the longer i-,* 
es referred to above, 

6 The Ic.nT.cd Advocate General con- 
cedes before us tliat the Orirsa 
Village Industries Board is an 'Indsr^vry - 
He however, dLspntC-s the applica Jon of 
Section 25-FFF to the facts of this case 
that Statutory ^ diraolulim 
prescribed under tiie proviso to See. i (-} 
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Of the Act £s not covered by Sec. 25-FFF 
ol the Industrial Disputes Act. Sec- 
tion 25-FFF provides, — 


"(1) Where an undertaking is closed 
dcrwn for any reason whatsoever every 
workman who has been in continuous 
service for not less than one year in 
that Undertaking immediately before such 
closure shall, subject to the provisions of 
sub-section (2), be entitled to notice end 
compensation in accordance with the pro- 
visions of Section 25-F, as if the work- 
man had been retren^ed provided that 
where the undertaking is closed down on 
account of unavoidable circumstances 
beyond the control of .the employer the 
ccmpensation to be paid to the workman 
under Claiise fb) of Section 25-F shall not 
exceed his average pay for three months. 


Explanation — ^An undertaking whidi Is 
dosed down by reason merdy of finan- 
cial difficulties (including finandal loss- 
es) or accumulation of imdisposed of 
stocks shall not be deemed to have been 
closed down on account of unavoidable 
drcumstances beyond the control of tiie 
employer within the meaning of the pro- 
viso to this sub-section. 

X X X X X X x” 
On a comparison of the provisioas in 
Sections 25-FF and 25-FFF we are satis- 
fied that dosxure of an undertaking for 
whateve r re ason is covered under Sec- 
tion 25-FFF. While Section 25-F deals 
with the case of retrenchment of a work- 
man at the volition of the employer and 
Section 25-FP deals with retrenchment in 
certain exigencies. Section 25-FFF covers 
cases of closure of an Industrial under- 
taking for any reason. A statutory 
closure or di^lution is covered ' al^ 
under Section 25-FFF. On the admitted 
position that the Industrial Disputes Act 
applies to the Ehadl Board ^and on our 
finding that the petitioner is entitled to 
the bimefits of Section 25-FFF, the por- 
tion emerges the petitioner is entitl- 
ed to certain compensation. 


7. The next point for conaderation 
is in what manner the said compensa- 
tion has to be computed. The b enefit 
prescribed under Section 25-FFF is a 
special one not under the general law 
but imder the Statirte. A machinery is 
provided under the Statute to work out 
such benefidal provisions. It is difficult 
to go Into the matter' in a writ apiffica- 
tion and examine and compute the 
advantages to whidi the petitioner 
becomes entitled. Once we find that the 
petitioner is entitled to compensation 
under the Industrial Disputes Act, be 
must work out his remedies under the 
said Statute:. 

8. We consider If proper to advert 
to the submissions of the learned Advo- 
cate Gener^ in this aspect of the matter 


with reference fo Section IS of the Ach 
Therein it has been provided that’ all 
liabilities, legally subsisting and enforce- 
able against the Board shidl be enforce- 
able against the State ' Government to 
the extent of the ftmds and properties of 
the Board vested in the State Govern- 
ment. Therefore, after the Industrial 
Tribunal quantifies the ccmpensation 
payable, if any, to the petitioner, the 
liability of the State Government would 
be limits to the extent of funds and 
properties belonging to the Khadi Board 
which came to be vested in the Govern- 
ment. That would be a matter which 
would arise, for examination after the 
dues of the petitioner are computed in 
a suitable proceed!^ under the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act. We. therefore, hold 
that the petitioner Is entitled to the ad- 
vantages of Section 25-rFF of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act and he must work out 
his remedies tmder the provisions of the 
said Statute. While leaving all the 
other questions open and on the afore- 
said finding that the petitioner has his 
remedy under the Industrial Disputes Act, 
we do not propose to enter into the com- 
putation of the compensation and decline 
to make any further orders. 

0. In the circumstances, the writ ap- 
plication faiig and is dismissed, but 
without costs. 

10. G. IC. hUSBA. C. I agree. 

Petition dismissed. 
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Koutuki Sabatani. Appellant v. Raghu 
Sethi, Respondent. 

Second Appeal No. 392 of 1964, D/- 
30»lO-1969, from order of Addh Sub-Jn 
Behrampur, D/- l&-3-ig64. 

^ Limilafiop Act (1963), S. 12. Exolana- 
tibn — "Time reqaisite for obtaining' 
copies” — Time taken for preparation of 
decree before application for copy is to 
be included. 

The time taken by the Court for me- 
paration of a decree before an applica- 
tion is made for copy thereof should be 
included in time requisite for obtaining 
copies for the purpose of filing an appem 
against the judgment AIR 1966 pat 1 
(FB) & (1967) 33 Cut LT 953 Foil 

(Para 9) 

If the expression "shall not be exclud- 
ed” does not mean "shall be Included”, 
it 19 difficult to see how else the time 
taken by the Court to prepare a decree 
or order before an ’ application for copy 
thereof is made is to be treated. In com- 
puting the time requisite for obtahilng 
the copy, the Court cannot exclude the 
BN/BN/A677/70/irVJ/D 
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period because tKe Statute says definite- 
ly that it ^all not be excluded. 

~ (Para 7) 

The meaning to be given to an Expla- 
nation must depend upon its terms and 
no theory of its purpose can be enter- 
tained unless it has to be inferred from 
the language used, l^e Court cannot also 
assume a mistake in an Act of Parlia- 
ment, (Para 6) 

Cases Referred; Chronological Paras 
(1967) 33 Cut LT 958 = ILR (1966) 

Cut 874, Ram Chandra Panda V. 

K. Dandapani Dora ” 

(1966) AIR 1966 Pat 1 (V 53) ==i 
ILR 45 Pat 393 (FB), State of 
Bihar v. Md. Ismail 
(1961) AIR 1961 SC 832 (V. 48) 

(1961) 2 SCR 918, Jagat Dhish 
Bhargava v. Jawahar Lai Bhargava B 
(1936) AIR 1936 Pat 45 (V 23) = 

ILR 15 Pat 284, Gabriel Christian 
V. Chandra Mohan 6- ° 

R. C. Patnaik, for Appellant, H. G. 
panda, for Respondent. 

PATRA, J. : — Tliis is an appeal against 
a reversing judgment of the Additional 
Subordinate Judge, Behr^pur 
missing the plaintiff-appellants smt for 
declaration of tilie to the suR lands and 
for an order of injunction restraming de- 
fendant No. 1 from interfenng vath h^ 
possession thereof or, in the alternative, 
for recovery of possession of the lands. 

2. According to the plamtia-app^mL 
the suit lands ore ryoti lands belon^g to 
one Buchi Ram Das, the land-holder of 
village Dwargam where the lands are 
Suated ^cM Ram Das had gifted a\vay 
tlSe Imds to the 

free of rent and smce after the grant, _me 
pagers have acquired 

he” artersome cases against and 

to meet the litigation 

Ifltcr'tS'Sld *1« diOTtcd 

kif Sen SV 
JSVtm -iaSln’r.te 

gf "p'^C^'SS'i liS on the 

SS Lis hnd beS 

hLs in the current 

recorded m his th-'se drcumstmccs 

cctllcmcnt. It is suit gUdng 

th.at tiic plaintill Idea m- ..ui 

XiSG lO 
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(2A) Defendant no. 1. who alone con- 
tested the suit, pleaded _ that the suit 
lands were granted to his ancestor by 
the ex-zamindar of Dwargam for render- 
ing washerman’s sendee and since then 
the lands are in the possession _ of his 
family. His ancestor and after him, de- 
fendant no. 1 had been in peaceful pos- 
session of the lands till 1960 when the 
plaintiff made an attempt to dispossess 
him. He, therefore, instituted a proceed- 
ing under Section 145 Cr. P. C. which 
was decided in his favour. He denied the 
plaint allegation that either the plaintiff 
or before her the villagers of Dwargam 
had ever been in possession of the suit 
lands, 

3. The learned Munsif decreed the 
suit in favour of the plaintiff, but in ap- 
peal by defendant no. 1 the learned AddL 
Subordinate Judge held that the plain- 
tiff has failed to establish the title of her 
vendors in the suit property. He held 
on the other hand that defendant no. 1 
has established that he has got occupancy 
right in the suit lands. He, therefore, 
allowed the appeal and dismissed the 
plaintiff’s suit. Hence this second appeal. 

4. A preliminary objection is taken by 
Mr. H. G. Panda, learned Advocate ap- 
pearing for the respondent that this ap- 
peal having been filed beyond time u 
barred by Limitation. To appreciate tlia 
contention, it is necessary to refer to the 
following facts in chronological order: 

Date of judgment appealed ^ 
against . ^ 

Decree signed 1-4-1964 

Copy application filed 24-4-1964 

Folios called for 
Folios supplied 
Copy ready 

Appeal filed j 

5. The contention of Mr._ Panda is that 

a period of 17 days, being the time 
requisite for obtaining copies in tins 
case can be excluded in computing the 
period of limitation for appeal under Sec- 
tion 12 of the Indian Limitation Act 1903 
(hereinafter referred to os the Act) and 
so excluded, the ninety days’ period of 
limitation prescribed for tiling tl^ ap- 
peal e.\'pressed on 2nd Jiffy 1964. as 

the Court v-as closed till ith July, 196^., 
the appeal ought to have been filed on 
the 7th July, 64. But as the npperff war, 
filed on the 13-7-64 it IS barred bylirnffa- 
lion bv six days. It is. on the other 
hand, contended by Mr. Patnaik ^Pmar- 
inn for llie appellant tliat over and .aboie 
the period of 17 days rcfcrrcQ to above 
tile period from 18-3-1964 v.'ncn t..e ci^ 
cree wa.s actually prepared should be in- 
cluded in the period rcquirffe .or pj.ain- 
ing the copy of the ciecrcc and in .las. 
case tiie 90 days period of jiiai.-uicn 
vouid expire on 18-3-6}. But re:- ir.e 
Sff is filed on 13th, it is in tirne.^ In 
mridns tlacsubmUrnons, both thi; It.u.ivi 
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Advocates have relied on Section 12 of 
the Act and particularly on the explana- 
tion which has been added in the new 
Act for the first time. It is thCTefore 
necessary to quote Section 12 of the Act. 

•'12. Exclusion of time in legal proceed- 
ings. — (1) In computing the period of 
liirii tatjon for any suit, appeal or appli- 
cation. the day from whidi such period 
is to be reckoned, shall be excluded. 

(2) In computing the period of limita- 
tion for an appeal or an application for 
leave to appeal or for revision or for re- 
view of a judgment the day on which the 
judgment complained of was pronounced 
and the time requisite for obtaining a 
copy of the decree, sentence or order ap- 
pealed from or sought to be revised or 
reviewed s hall be excluded. 

(31 Where a decree or order is appeal- 
ed from or sought to be revised or re- 
viewed, or where an application is made 
for leave to appeal from a decree or order, 
the time requisite for obtaining a copy cf 
the judgment on which the decree or 
order is founded shall also be excluded. 

(4) In computing the period of limita- 
tion for an application to set aside 
an award the time requisite for obtaining 
a copy, of the award shall be excluded. 

E^lanatioa. — ^In computing under this 
section the time requisite for obt^nlng 
a copy of a decree or an order, any time 
taken by the court to prepare the decree 
or order before an application for a copy 
thereof is made shall not be excluded.” 

6. Sub-sections (1) to (4) in the new 
Act do not materially differ from sub- 
sections (I) to (4) of the old Act excep^g 
the fact that the old sub-sections did not 
make any provision for revision while 
such provision has been made in sub-sec- 
tions (2) and (3) of the new Act, We are 
here concerned mainly with sub-section 
(2) of the new Act. Sub-section (2) as it 
appeared in the old Act may be quoted 
for comparison. 

"Section 12(2 ). — computing the 
period of limitation prescribed for an ap- 
peal, an application for leave to appeal 
and an application for a review of judg- 
ment, the day on which the iudement 
complained of was pronounced, and the 
time requisite for obtaining a copy of the 
decree, sentence or order appealed from 
or sought to be reviewed, shall be ex- 
duded." 

Where there Is an' Interval of some 
days between the pronouncement of the 
judgment and signing of the decree, the 
question arose under the old Act whe- 
ther such interval shoidd or should not 
be excluded in computing the period of 
limi tation for an appeal against the de- 
cree. On this point, there was a conflict 
of opinion between the High Courts 
Patna, Calcutta and Bombay High Courts 


taking the view that the entire' period 
taken by the Court for preparing the de- 
cree after pronouncement of the judg- 
ment should be included in computing 
the time requisite for obtaining a copy 
of the decree irrespective of the fart 
that whether the application for such 
copy is made either before or after the 
decree is prepared^ and some other High 
Courts like Nagpur taking the view that 
if an application for copy is not made 
before the decree is prepared by the 
Court, the period between the date of 
Judgment and the date of preparation of 
the decree should not be taken as time 
requisite for obtaining a copy of the 
decree, and consequently, should not be 
excluded in computing the period of limi- 
tation, In Jagat Dhish Bhargava v. Jawa- 
har Lai Bhargava. AIR 1961 SC 832 which 
was a case decided before the new Art 
came into force, the question arose what 
the time requisite for obtaining a copy 
of decree is under Section 12 (2) of the 
old Act when the decree was not drawn 
up Immediately after the judgment 
Shortly stated the facts in that case are 
that a suit was dismissed on 12-3-19^ 
On 24-3-1964. an application was made 
for certified copy of the judgment and 
decree passed In the suit It is unneces- 
sary to refer to certain events which 
took place thereafter. Suffice is to say 
that an appeal was filed accompaided only 
by a certified copy of the jud^ent be- 
cause the decree had not been drawn up 
till then and hence no certified copy 
thereof was issued to the party concern- 
ed. ITie decree was prepared o^y in 
December. 1959 and the certified copy 
was supplied to the applicant on 23-12- 
1959 and was filed by him in Court that 
very day. Iheir lordships held that as 
under Order 41, Rule 1 it is necessary 
that an appeal has to be accompanied by 
a Copy of the decree appealed and 
of the Judgment on which it is founded, 
the appeal In that case must he deemed 
to have been validly filed on 23-12-1959 
when the cot^ of the decree was filed fn 
Court and this was nearly five and half 
years after the Judgment was deUvered, 
The question arose whether the appeal 
was in time. This was answered by 
their Lordships in paragraph 9 of the 
judgment. 

"(9) The answer to the question es to 
whether the presentation of the appeal 
on December 23, 1959, Is In time or not 
WJuld depend upon the construction of 
Section 12, sub-section ( 2 ) of the Llmlta- 
tloo Act. We have already noticed that 
the period prescribed for filing the pre- 
sent appeal is 90 days from the ^te of 
the decree. Section 12, sub-section (2), 
provides, inter alia, that in computing 
the period of limitation "the time re- 
quisite for obtaining a copy of the decree 
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shall be excluded.” What then is the time 
which can be legitimately deemed to have 
Deen taken for obtaining the copy of the 
decree in the present case? TOiere a 
decree is not drawn up immediately or 
soon after a judgment is pronounced, 
two_ tsTDes of cases may arise. A litigant 
feeling aggrieved by the decision may 
apply for the certified copy of the judg- 
ment and decree before the decree is 
drawn up, or he may apply for the said 
decree after it is drawn up. In the for- 
mer case, where the litigant, has done 
all that he could and has made a proper 
application for obtaining the necessary 
copies, the time requisite for obtaining 
the copies must necessarily include not 
only the time taken for the actual sup- 
ply of the certified copy of the decree 
but also for the drawing up of the decree 
itself. In other words the time taken by 
the ofSce or the Court in drawing up_ a 
decree after a litigant has applied for its 
certified copy on judgment being pro- 
nounced, would be treated as a part of 
the time taken for obtaining the certified 
copy of the said decree.” 

It therefore appears to us that the above 
view of the Supreme Court is not in con- 
sonance with the view taken by the 
Fatna, Calcutta and Bombay High Courts 
that the entire period taken by the Court 
for preparing the decree after the pro- 
nouncement of the judgment should be 
included in computing the time requisite 
for obtaining the certified copy of the 
decree, but is in consonance with the con- 
trary view that only the time which 
elapses between the date of application 
for a certified copy and the date when 
the decree is signed would be excluded. 
This is made further clear in paragraph 
11 of the judgment where their Lordships 
say — 

"The position, therefore, is that when 
the certified copy of the decree was filed 
by the respondents in the High Court on 
December 23. 1959, the whole of the 
period between the date of the applica- 
tion for the , certified copy and the _ date 
when the decree . was actually signed 
would have to be excluded under Section 
12, sub-section (2)” of the old Act. (AIR 
1961 SC 832). 

It. therefore, follows from this that in 
computing the time requisite for obtain- 
ing a copy of the decree, only the period 
between the date of application for the 
certified copy and the date when the de- 
cree was signed was being included there- 
in and the period between the date of 
the judgment and the dale of application 
for certified copy of die decree \vns being 
excluded from such computation. It is 
against this back-ground tliat the new 
Ltoitation Act was enacted adding to 
Section 12 of Explanation. Tlie Law 
Commission in its third Report on the 


L^t^on Act, _ 1908 expressed its view 
that the dday in the office in preparing 
the decree before an application, for copy 
made diould not count in favoiur of 
the_ party and suggested that an Expla- 
nation^ should be added to Section 12 to 
inake it dear. The Explanation suggest- 
ed by th^ was this: — 

"Any tme taken by the Court to pre-* 
pare the decree or order before an appli- 
ration for copy thereof is filed shall not 
be regarded as time requisite for obtain- 
ing the copy within the meaning of tbig 
Section,” 

The E^lanation suggested by the Law 
Commission is in accordance with the 
view expressed by the Supreme Court in 
AIR 1961 SC 832. referred to above and 
goes contra to the other view reflected 
prominently in a case decided by seven 
learned Judges of the Patna Hi gh Court 
in Gabrid Christian v. Chandra Mohan, 
AIR 1936 Pat 45, But de^ite this sug- 
gestion of the Law Commission and the 
draft of the proposed Explmiation sug- 
gested by them, the Explanation that has 
uldmatdy found its place in the Statute 
is something materially different. It is 
legitimate to argue that if the Legisla- 
tiire wanted to adopt the view expressed 
by the. Law Commission on this subject 
and felt the necessity, as did the Law 
Commission, to add an Explanation to 
Section 12 to resolve the conflict whidi 
then existed between the different ffigh 
Courts, nothing was easier for tJiem than 
to adopt the Explanation the Law Com- 
mission had suggested. But it appears 
to us that the Explanation which was 
actually added to Section 12 of the Act 
means just contrary to the suggestion of 
the Law Commission. It is argued that 
as in the Statement of Objects and Reasons 
of the new Limitation Act the reason for 
adding the Explanation to Section 12 was 
to make it clear that any delay in the 
office or the Court in drawing up of a 
decree or older before the application 
for a copy thereof is made shall not be 
excluded, the Explanation actually added 
must be interpreted in such a manner 
that it would be in accord with the State- 
ment of Objects and Reasons and that 
therefore the correct interpretation of the 
Explanation should be to exclude, in com- 
puting the time requisite for obtaining a 
copy of the decree, the interval th.at elap- 
ses between the date of judgment and 
the date on which the application is made. 
The meaning to be given to an Explana- 
tion must depend upon its terms and no 
theory of its purpose can be entertained 
unless it has to be inferred fro.m the lan- 
guage used. V»‘e cannot aLo a.s.'jume a mis- 
take in an Act of Parliament. If we do 
so, wo would re.nder many Acts uncertain 
by putting differrent coastruction.* on tlicm 
according to our individual conjectures. 
Tise draftsman of the Act rrwy h.avo made 
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a mistake; If that be bo, the remedy is lot 
the Legi^ture to amend it 

7. After the new Act came Into lorc^ 
the interpretation of the Explanation new- 
ly added to Section 12 of the Act came 
up directly for consideration before a Full 
Bench of the Patna High Corirt in the 
State of Bihar v.MdL Ismail, AIR 1966 Pat 
1 (FB). The question posed before the 
Full Bench was whe^er the time taken 
by the Court to prepare the decree, before 
application for copy thereof had been 
made, should be excluded in favour of the 
appellant as time requisite for obtaining 
a copy of the decree, or whether, the 
time should be excluded from considera- 
tion as time not requirite for obtaining a 
copy of the decree. Mahapatra, J. epe^- 
ing for the majority favoured the firk in- 
terpretation, The minority view express- 
ed by U. N. Sinha, J. was in favour of the 
second interpretation, that Is to say, the 
time taken by the Court to prepare the 
decree before application for copy thereof 
is made shall not he excluded in favour 
of the appellant as time requisite. His 
Lordship rejected the contention advanced 
on behalf of the State that the Explana- 
tion should mean that the time taken 
the Court to prepare the decree before ap- 
Ucatlon for copy thereof Is made *'sh^ 
e included” as die time requisite, as the 
Explanation states that It shall not be ex- 
cluded, because in his Lordship’s view 
Section 12 is not concerned with any "in- 
clusion'’ of time at all, but is concerned 
with "exclusion" of time and therefore it 
Is not possible to interpret the Explana- 
tion by holding that the exp r esaon "^lall 
not be excludw” means "shall be in- 
cluded" as time requisite for obtaining 
the copy of the decree. With great res- 
pect to the learned Judge, we are unable 
to accept this reasoning. If the expres- 
sion "shall not be excluded” does not 
mean "shall be included,” we fail to see 
how else the time taken by the Court 
to prepare a decree or order before an 
application for copy thereof is made is 
to be treated. In computing the time re- 
quisite for obtaining the copy, we cannot 
exclude the period because the Statute 
says definitely that it shall not be ex- 
cluded. If we are to follow the above 
reasoning of the learned Judge, we can- 
not also include it in the time requisite. 
An interpretation which leads to such a 
situation cannot be accepted. The majo- 
rity view which did not accept the inter- 
pretation of the learned Judge Is stated 
by Mahapatra, J. at page 5 as follows: 

*Tf we read "shall be included” for 
"shall not be excluded” in the explana- 
tion. there cannot be the slightest doubt 
that the thing in which the inclusion is 
meant is the time requisite lor obtaining 
a copy. If the opening words of the ex- 
planation would have been "in comput- 
ing the period of Limitation” as it is in 


sub-sections (11. (21 and (4). the- meaning 
would have been certainly different. But 
tim language was purposefully different 
and the whole explanation is about the 
computation of "the time requisite for 
obtaining a copy of a decree or an order.” 
I cannot therefore, see how learned 
Counsel can successfully contend, on the 
languag e of the explanation, that the 
period, preceding an application for a 
copy of a decree or an order, shall not be 
excluded from or shall be included in the 
l%riod of limitation. The only meaning, 
in my view that flows from the expla- 
nation is that, for purposes of exclusion 
from the prescribed period of limitation 
while computing the extent of time re- 
quisite for obtaining a copy of the decree 
or an order appeal^ from, in all cases, 
the time taken by the Court to prepare 
the decree or order before the applica- 
tion for copy thereof is made, shall be 
taken as a part of the time requisite for 
obtaining the copy. Besides that, the 
period otherwise taken for supply of the 
copy shall also be Included in "the time 
requiate”. and that will also be excluded 
In computing the period of Umitatioa 
Both on an analysis of the section and 
the explanation and on the construction 
of the sentence In the explanation, this 
conclusion is inescapable.” 

On a correct Interpretation of the Ex- 
planation. as it stands, the majority view 
aforesaid. If we may say so with respect, 
appears to us to be the correct view. 
This is also the view expressed in Ram 
Chandra Panda v. K. Dandapani Lora. 
(1967) 33 Cut LT 958. G, K. Misra, J. (as 
he then was) relied on the aforesaid deci- 
sion of the Patna ■' High Court and held 
that on the plain language of the Expla- 
nation. it is clear that the entire time 
taken by the Court for the preparation of 
the decree shall be -included within the 
time requisite for obtaining a copy of ths 
decree, • 

8. The ^ew" that a litigant widiing to 
file an appeal against e decree should 
not be allowed to take advantage of a 
delay In office In preparing the decree 
before he himself has filed an 'application 
for a copy of the decree does not appear 
to be unreasonable. T^e a case where 
the decree is prepared immediately after 
the judgment and the woiJd-be appellanl 
filed an application for copies a fortnight 
later. This interval of a fortnight before 
he files an application for cora^ is count- 
ed against him In computing the period 
of limitation for appeal and the time 
taken after such application in furnish- 
ing to him the copy of the decree is 
counted In his favour. The reason Is that 
after he does his duty in applying for 
the copy, he is not responsible for any 
delay thereafter in supplying the copy to 
him. ^ibat happens In the office before 
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he files m application is not his concern 
This is the view which the LawConunis- 
Bion had taken and which found expres- 
sion in the Explanation to Section 12 as 
suggested by them. But having regard 
to the wording of the Explanation which 
ultimately found its place in the Statute 
book, it must be assumed that the Legis- 
lature deliberately inserted a ben^cial 
provision in favour of the litigmts ther^ 
by giving a statutory recognition to the 
view expressed in the Full Bench dea.- 
sion of the Patna High Co^in Gabnel 
Christian’s case, AIB 1936 45 _ that 

the words '‘-time requisite for obtaimng a 
certified copy of the decree appealed 
from” in Section 12 of the Act mean the 
time which would have been necessa^ 
in any case for obtaining a copy of the 
decree appealed from. 

9. We are, therefore, of opinion ftat 
[the period between 18-3-1964 ^d 1^ 
1964 should be included m the tme r^ 
quisite for obtaining the copy of the 
cree and. so included, the app^l is m 
[time and is not barred by limitation. 

10 Turning now to the merits of the 
appeal, the plaintifi-appeUant cla^. her 
ti^e to tlie suit property on basis of 
+ViP deed. Ext. 1 executed m her 
favour by defendmts 3 ^6. 

SnfT of the trial Court that exmoit i is 
genuine was not availed 
Id Additional Subordinate 
vAliditv was dispute on the groimd that 
the nlaintifi has failed to establish that 
h^ SoS had title to the Prof 
The learned Subortoate Judge, after 

case on merits. 

11. In the result, this appeal fails and 

is dismissed with costs. 

12. ACHARYA. J. 
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appointed under Section 15 of Payment of 
Wages Act is not Court subordinate to 
High Court — Authority not subject to 
revisional jurisdiction of High Court. 
Am 1946 LahSlG & Am 1931 Pat 140, 
Dissented from; Am 1930 All 80 (FB) & 
Am 1930 Nag 14 & Am 1934 Bom 537 & 
Am 1949 Bom 188 & Am 1964 Pun 242 
& Am 1958 Ori 123, Relied on. (Para 5) 

(B) Payment of Wages Act (1936), 
Ss. 15 (1) and S. 2 (vi) (b) — S, 15 (1) — 
Jurisdiction of Authority imder — Amount 
due to an employee of State Transport 
Company in respect of work done by him 
on days of rest and public holidays — 
Amount due falls within definition of 
Wages imder the Act — Authority has 
jurisdiction to decide the claim by the 
employee for the amoxmt due. 

Authority under S. 15 (1) has jurisdic- 
tion to decide claim of an employee of 
State Transport Company for extra 
wages in respect of work done by him 
on days of rest and public holidays as by 
virtue of Section 25 of Motor Transport 
Workers Act, the prolusions of the Wages 
Act are applicable to motor transport 
workers. (Para 9) 

It cannot be said that the jurisdiction 
of the Authority is limited only to decide 
claims arising out of deductions from 
the wages or delay in payment of wages 
and this necessarily postifiates that the 
quantum of wages to be paid must be un- 
disputed and the moment the daim for 
wages is disputed, it would not be a case 
either of deduction from wages or delay 
in payment of wages to give jurisdiction 
to the Authority to determine the matter. 
That the Authority has power not only 
to decide cases of deduction from wages 
or delay in payment of wages but also 
matters incidental to such claims vull be 
clear from S. 15 (1) as amended by 
Act 53 of 1964 which inserted the words 
"including all matters incidental to such 
claims” in sub-section (1) or Section 15 
of the Act after the words of j^rsom 
cinDloycd or pD-id in tlist orca . AluioUr,n 
the position is clarified after amendment, 
it will not be correct to say that before 
the amendment, the Authority had no 
jurisdiction to consider matters incido.nlal 
to cln.iins on. the ;xround of de^.uction 
from wages or delay in payment of ViSgej. 
and that the scope of cnqmiy uncer Sec- 
tion 15 has been enlarged by the amend- 
ment made in IG&l. (Parn C) 

Moreover tlie amount due to that tm- 
nlovee towards over-thne wages wjll fall 
wdft.in the do.6nition of "V/ages” under 
the Wages Act While paying vmge.' to 
the employee for the pcrioa of his war/, 
when this portion of tiic wager- had no. 
been paid to him it will be nuclear care of 
deduction from v.T:Ces bnn!;in.g J:c c-ua. 
within the purvic'w of See Jon 
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pura V. E. G. Uashmat 5 

Standing Counsel, for Petitioner (in 

both appeals), Y. S. N. Murtby (Amicus 
Ciuriael. for Opposite Parties (in both 
appeals). 


PATRA, J. Opposite party Satru- 
ghana Sahu. who Is a driver of the State 
Transport Service. Sambalpur filed an 
application under Section 15(2) of the 
Pajinent of Wages Act (hereinafter refer- 
red to as the Wages Act) through the 
General Secretary of the Ail Orissa 
’Transport Yjrrfiiuy%K> ’Mriitiii, 
for realisation of Rs. 15,601.30 p. towards 
his dues on accoimt of his claim for 
extra wages in respect of the work done 
on days of rest and public holidays 
amounting to Rs. 1418-30 and compen- 
sation of ten times the claim amounting 
to Rs. 14,183-00, thus making the total of 
Rs. 15,601-30 p.. The period for which 
the claim was made was from the 1st 
August, 1953 up to the 30th June, 1962, 
The petitioner opposed the application 
inter alia on the grounds that the oppoate 
party driver being a Government servant 
is not entitled to claim extra wages lor 
the work done on public holidays and 
weekly rest days, that he is governed by 
the provisions of the Orissa Service Code 
and other rules framed by the Govern- 
ment of Orissa and that the provisions of 
the Wages Act are not applicable to him. 
It was also contended that the claim Is 


not correct and is not maintainable in law 
and is also barred by limitation pre^b- 
ed in the first proviso to sub-section (2) 
of Section 15 of the Wages Act It was 
lastly contended that as the claim does 
not arise out of deduction from wages or 
delay in payment of the same, the provi- 
sions of the Wages Act are not applicable 
to him. 

2. The matter was enquired into by 
the Authority appointed imder Section 15 
of the Wages Act and he held that the 
claim up to 10-2-1962 la barred by time 
as that portion of the claim relates to a' 
period which is beyond six months from 
the date of presentation of the applica- 
tion and that the claim for the period 
beginning from 11-2-1962 upto 30-6-1962 
is in time. Regarding the merits of the 
claim he relied on Sections 19. 20. iS and 
26 of the Motor Transport Workers Act, 
1961 (hereinafter referred to as the 
Workers Act) which was enforced in this 
State with effect from 1-2-19B2 and held 
that the opposite party was entitled to a 
day of rest for every period of seven 
days or in lieu thereof compensatory rest 
days as provided in the Workers Act and 
after consideration of the duty chart 
(Ext. A) which shows the days on whidi 
the opposite party had worked, he came 
to the conclusion that the opposite party 
had worked on 9 weekly rest days lor 
which he is entitled to extra wages. As 
there was no dispute that the daily wage 
of the opposite party was Ra i-60 p. per 
day he found him entitled - to a total 
amount of Rs. 32-40 p. towards extra 
wagea He also allowed him a like amount 
tcrtvards compensation and ultimately 
passed an order allowing the claim to the 
extent of Rs, 64.80 p. 

S. Being aggrieved by this order, the 
petitioner filed Civil Revision No." 252 of 
1965 in this Court, praying that the order 
passed by the authority should be set 
aside. A preliminary objection was taken 
tm oi ’die oppodte Tjarty 'diat ten 

Authority appointed under Section 15 (1) 
of the Wages Act is not a Court and 
much less a Court subordinate ■ to the 
High Court and that therefore the High 
Court has no jurisdiction to revise an 
order passed by such Authority. During 
the hearing on this preliminary point, 
the petitioner filed an application under 
Artises 226 and 227 of the Constitution 
stating that the order passed by the 
Authority Is without jurisdiction and 
should therefore be quashed This appli- 
cation is numbered as OJC No. 742 of 
1969. Civil Revision 252/65 and O. J. C. 
Na 742/69 were analogously heard and 
this order would govern both. 

4. In Rameshwar v. Jogendra Das, 
Civil Revn. No. 26 of 1566 derided by us 
<m 12-8-1969 = (AIR 1970 Orissa 76) 
the question arose whether a revision lies 
agaizist an order passed by the District 
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Judge under Section 17 of the Wages Act 
0.936 and while answering the question 
En the afBrmative we had occasion to 
refer to cases which involve the question 
whether revision lies against an order 


passed by the Authority under Section 15 
of the Wages Act Under Section 115 of 
the Code of Civil Procedure, the High 
Court has undoubted jurisdiction to revise 
under circumstances mentioned therein 
of orders passed by courts subordinate to 
the High Court. Unless, therefore, the 
Authority pronouncing the order is a 
Court and also subordinate to the High 
Court, Section 115 of the Code of Ci^ 
Procedure would not apply. 

5. _ Mr. Mohapatra appearing for the 
petitioner relies on a Full Bench deci- 
sion of the Lahore High Court in Works 
Manager, Carriage & Wagon Shops, 
Mahalpura v. K. G. Hashmat, AIR 1946 
Lah 316 wherein their Lordships laid 
down the tests to determine whether a 
Tribunal is a Court or not and those tests 
are whether it exercise jurisdiction by 
reason of the sanction of law or whether 
jmrisdiction is given to it by the volun- 
tary submission of the parties to a dis- 
pute, secondly whether it can take cog- 
nizance of a lis and thirdly whether in 
exercising its fimctions it proceeds in a 
judicial manner. Having laid down the 
tests, their Lordships proceeded to ob- 
serve that the provisions of the Payment 
of Wages Act. 1936, and the Rules make 
it perfectly obvious that the 'Authority* 
under S. 15 of the Payment of Wages Act 
performs the delegated judicial fimctions 
of the State and in exercising its functions 
it proceeds in a judicial manner and hence 
the Authority appointed under Section 15 
of the Wages Act must be regarded as a 
Civil Court and Court subordinate to the 
High Court within the purview of Sec- 
tion 115 C. P. C. A Division Bench of the 
Patna High Court in A. Hasan v. Moham- 
mad Shainsuddin, AIR 1951 Pat 14p took 
the same view and held that a review of 
the provisions of the Payment of Wages 
Act very clearly establishes that the 
Authority under Section 15 of the Wages 
Act acts as a Court. He is bo^d to de- 
cide judidally the matter in dispute 
before him and has to give his decision 
after hearing the parties and on mate- 
rials produced before him, according to 
certain definite and specified rules of pro- 
cedure laid down under the Wages Act 
as also supplemented by Statutory rul^ 
framed thereunder for his guidance, and 
his decision is subject to appeal to the 
District Court binding on the parties. It 
was therefore held that it is a Ciril Court 
subordinate to the High Court and revi- 
sion lies against his orders under Section 
115 C. P. C. The Full Bench dccLrion of 
the Lahore High Court referred to aboi'e 
was considered by a Full Bench of tlic 
Allahabad High Court in H. C. D. Mathur 
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V, E. 1. Rly., AIR 1950 AU 80 and was 
disapproved. The reasons which impelled 
th^ Lordships to hold that the Autho- 
rity under Section 15 of the Wages Act 
w not a Court are set out by us in 
Rameswar Lai’s case. Civil Revn. No. 26 
of_ 1966. D/- 12-8-1969 = (AIR 1970 
Orissa 76) referred to above and it 
^ unnecessary to repeat the sama 
It would suffice to say that their Lord- 
smps held that the Authority invested 
wth jurisdiction under Section 15 of the 
Wages Act is not a Court subordinate to 
the High Court within the meaning of 
Section 115 C. P. C, Dissenting from the 
Full Bench decision of the Lahore High 
Court, a Division Bench of the Nagpur 
High Court in Sawatram Eamprasad 
Mills Co. Ltd. V. Vishnu Pandurang 
Hingnekar, AIR 1950 Nag 14 held that 
the Authority appointed imder Section 15 
of the Wages Act is not a Civil Court 
but an Administrative Tribunal and as 
such is not subject to the revisional juris- 
diction of the High Court exercisable 
under Section 115 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure. _ A Division Bench of the 
Bombay High Court in Sitaram Ram- 
chman v. M. N. Nagrashna, AIR 
1954 Nag 537 held the same view 
following an earlier decision of that 
Court in AIR 1949 Bombay 188, Manager, 
Spring Mills Ltd. v. G. D. Amfaekar. The 
same vieiy was reiterated by another 
Division Bench of the Punjab High Court 
in Divisional Superintendent, Delhi Divi- 
sion Northern Ely. v. Satyander Nath 
Kapur Chand. AIR 1964 Punj. 242 and 
by Barman, C. J. of this Court in Laban- 
galata Dei v. Sk. Axizullah, AIR 1958 
Orissa 123. The preponderance of the 
authority therefore is in favour of the 
view that the Authority under S. 15 of 
the Wages Act is not a Court subordinate 
to the High Court and therefore an 
order passed by him is not revisable by 
the High Court under Section 115 C.P.C. 
Civil Revision 252 of 1965 must therefore 
be dismissed as not maintainable. 

6. The next question is whether in 
exercise of our power under Article 227 
of the Constitution we should interfere 
with the impugned order passed by the 
Authority under Section 15 of the Wages 
Act Mr. D. P. Mohapatra for the peti- 
tioner contends that we should do .so 
because according to him the order is 
one passed irithout jurisdiction. Accord- 
ing to him the jurisdiction of the Autho- 
rity is limited onlv' to decide claims aris- 
ing out of deductions from the wages or 
delay in pa%Tncnt of v.Tiges and this 
necessarily postulates that the Quantum 
of wages to be paid mu.'t be und>:nutf''J 
and the moment tiie claim for ware.’' b 
disputed, it would not be n cai'e cith'U 
of deduction from wages or delay in par- 
monl of wages, to give jurbdiction So the 
Authority to dctcnninc the m-otter. It 
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may be stated here that Section 15 (IJ of 
the Wages Act was amended by Act 53 
of 1964 which inserted the words "includ- 
ing all matters incidental to such claims’* 
in sub-section (1) of Section 15 of the 
Act after the words "of persons employ- 
ed or paid in that area”. It is contend- 
ed that as the claim in this case relates 
to a peri<^ anterior to the aforesaid 
amendment, this case diould be decided 
on the basis of S. 15 (1) as it stood before 
the amendment. We are not prepared to 
subscribe to the view that by the amend- 
ment referred to above and that the 
scope of enquiry imder Section 15 of the 
Wages Act has been enlarged. In fact, 
the amendment was necessitated only to 
give effect to judidal pronouncements 
which held that Section 15 (1) in its un- 
amended form gave power to the Autho- 
rity not only to dedde cases of deduction 
from vrages or delay in payment of 
wages but also matters inddental to SU4^ 
daims. In Ambika Mills v. S. B. Bhatt 
(I960) 63 Bom. 497 dedded by the 
Supreme Court the question arose whe- 
ther the emplojrees were workers of the 
Mills. A standardisation awm-d covering 
the mill industry in Ahmedabad was 
made by the Indurtrlal Tribunal on April 
21, 1948. It fixed the wages for different 
categories of workers In the textile 
at Ahmedabad, leaving the question of 
clerks open. The case of hand-folders 
amongst the categories came up for con- 
sideration and it was argued that the 
wages awarded were too low. as they did’ 
the same work as cuMooken in 
Bombay vsdiere they were paid higher 
wages. Sufficient evidence however was 
not forthcoming regarding the actual 
work done by the hand-folders. The 
Industilal Tribunal had said "At the same 
time, we desire to make it dear that if 
there are persons who are doing cut-look- 
ing as wdl as folding, they should be 
pdd the rate earned by the cut-lookers 
Ten "Etunic&y.” - *5^ t7i?i’iTrn?6WgA 

they were doing the work of cut-lookiDg 
and were entitled to the benefit of that 
direction. The Authority conadered the 
duties of the employees and allowed 
claim. Before the Supreme Court, . the 
question of jurisdiction was 'raised. Mr. 
Justice Gajendragadkar speaking for the 
Court obseived that in a sense the juris- 
diction of the Authority was limits by 
Section 15 and in anotiier sense it was 
exdusive as prescribed by Section 22 and 
that while deddi^ the question of wages 
or delayed wages, the Authority would 
inevitably have to dedde all questions 
inddental to the said matters.^ Copader- 
ing the definition of wages in its un- 
amended form. His I^ordship said at 
page 502 (of Bom. Ul) “ (at p. 975 
of AIR). , , , 

", . Now. If a eiaim is made by an 
employee on the ground of alleged Illegal 


deduction or alleged delay m payment of 
wages several relevant facts would fall 
to be considered. Is the applicant an em- 
ployee of the opponent? ; If the said 
fact Is admitted, then the next question 
would be: what are the terzTis of employ- 
ment? Is there any contract of employ- 
ment in writing oris the contract oral? 
... In some cases a question may arise 
whether the contract which was subsist- 
ing at one time had ceased to subsist and 
the relationship of employer end em- 
ployee had come to an end at the 
relevant period. In regard to an il- 
legal deduction a question may arise 
whether the lockout declared by the em- 
ployer is legal or illegal. In regard to 
contracts of service sometimes parties 
may be at variance and may set up rival 
contracts, and in such a case. It may be 
necessary to enquire which contract was 
in existence at the relevant time . . , 
Applying the principles formulated to the 
question at hand, the learned Judge said 
at page 503 (of Bom. IiH) => (at p. 975 of 
AIR). 

. . In our opinion, on these facta, the 
question as to whether a particular em- 
ployee is an operative falling under the 
Award or one who is above an operative 
and below the clerk falling under cl. Sis 
a question which Is so intimately and 
Integrally connected with the problem of 
Wages as defined under S. 2 (vi) that It 
Would be unreasonable to exclude the 
decision of such a que^on from the 
jurisdiction of. the Authority under Sec- 
tion 15,” 

It Is thereafter that the Legislature 
thought fit to amend theprovirions of the 
Wages Act by adding the last words in 
sub^ec. (1) of section 15. This in 
effect brought the section In line with 
the jadgment of the Supreme Cotnl; Al- 
though the position ' is clarified after 
amendment, it would not be in our opi- 
nion correct to say that before the amend- 
the. Awtiu3iri.t:5 bisA wi -yiEtsdi/ctifau 
to consider matters incidental to claims 
on the ground of deduction from wages 
or delay in payment of wages. 

7. In the present case, the oppoate 
party approached the Authority xmder 
the Wages Act with an application imder 
Section 15 ( 2 ) of the Act complaining that 
Over-time wages which were due to him 
had not been paid. To the application 
Was appended a schedule giving particu- 
lars of the claim. All that was contend- 
ed on behalf of the petitioner in xeply 
to the claim is that the opposite party 
being a Government servant is not en- 
titled to claim extra wages for the work 
done on public holidays and weekly rest 
days, that, therefore, the provisions of 
the Wages Act are not applicable to the 
facts of the case and that the emotmt 
claimed is also incorrect. It was also con- 
tended that as the establishment where 
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he is worlong is not a factory, the provi- 
aons of the Wages Act are not applica- 
ble. The Workers Act came into force in 
this State on 1-2-1962. We are in this 
case concerned with a claim relating to 
the period from 11-2-1962 to 30-6-1962, 
that is the period during which the Wor- 
kers Act was in force in this State. Sec- 
tion 25 of this Act provides that the Pay- 
ment of Wages Act, 1936, as in force for 
the time being, shall apply to motor 
transport workers engaged^ in a motor 
transport undertaking^ as it apphes to 
wages payable in an industrial establish- 
ment as if the said Act had been extend- 
ed to the pajanent of wages of such niotor 
transport workers by a notification of the 
State Government imdersub-s. (5) of Sec- 
tion 1 thereof, and as the motor 
port imdertaking were an industnm esta- 
blishment within the meaning of the saia 
Act Sections 19 and 20 of the Workers 
Act which are relevant for our purpose 
may be quoted: 

’T9. (1) The State Govemmmt may, 
by notification in the official Gazette, 
make rules providing for a day of rest m 
every period of seven days. whiA shall 
be allowed to aU motor transport wor- 
ls!6ir5 

(2) Notwithstanding anything contained 
in sub-section (1) an eniployer may. m 
order to prevent any dislocation of a 
motor transport service, require a motor 
transport worker to work on any day or 
rest which is not a holiday so, however, 
teat the motor transport worker does n^ 
work for more than ten days conserativ^ 
S ^thout a holiday for a whole day 
intervening. 

(3) Nothing contained in sub-^on g) 

SwhJSl told period ^ 

eluding any day spent on leave is less 
than six days. 

20 Where, as a result of any exem^ 
tion* granted to an employer under the 

rest are due to him or hm 
two mm*s immediately foUov^g that 

month, compensatory df/® 

number to the days of rest so lost. 

S Bv sub-section (4) of Section 1. th 
Act is made applicable to evers' motor 
tonsport undertalting cm^- 

it°k^n?°dLsoutrf^e^^ us on behalf of 

the petitioner that the °PPosd| Party rs 

tlwreof that tiie opposite party 

titled to a dav of rest in m-cn- 

seven days. A combmed reading of sec- 


tions 19 and 20 show that where, subject 
to the limits set therein a motor trans- 
port worker is required to work on a day 
of rest he is entitled to be compensated 
in the manner laid down in Section 20. 
Section 27 provides for payment of extra 
wages for over-time work and for work 
on any day of rest. Relying on these 
provisions and after taking into considera- 
tion Ext. A which is a copy of the duty 
chart relating to the opposite party, and 
which appears to have been supplied to 
him on behalf of the petitioner, the learn- 
ed Authority held that a sum of Rupees 
32-40 p. is due to him towards the extra 
wages and adding thereto compensation 
of like amount he passed the impugned 
order allowing the opposite party’s claim 
to the extent of Rs. 64-80 p. No evidence 
has been produced by the petitioner 
before the Authority to indicate that the 
claim is incorrect. In fact, as stated above, 
the overtime wages due to the opposite 
party have been calculated on the basis of 
materials supplied by the petitioner him- 
self. We are therefore satisfied that on 
merits, the order passed by the Autho- 
rity cannot be assailed. 

9. The only question tterefore that 
lemains for consideration is whether this 
is an order passed by the Authority 
without jurisdiction. The expression 
"wages” is defined in Section 2 (\n) of 
the Wages Act thus; 


"2, Cvi) "Wages” means all remunera- 
tion (whether by way of salary, allow- 
ances or otherwise) expre^ed in terms 
of money or capable of being so express- 
ed which would, if the terms of employ- 
ment, express or implied, were fulfilled, 
be payable to a person employed res- 
pect of his employment or of work done 
in such employment, and include — 

XX ^ 

(b) any remuneration to which the per- 
son emploj'cd is entitled in respect of 
over-time work or holidays or anj' leave 


:he°^ount which the Payment of Wagpj 
Authority has found due to the oppositej 
»art\' towards over-time wages wouldi 
hus' fall \vitiiin the definition of wages 
tnder the Wages Act. ^Vnlle pacing 
vages to tlie opposite party for the Penoci 
)£ his work v.-hen this portion of _ die 
vages had not been paid to him it wouici 
)o a dear case of deduction from wages 
irinring the case within the pur%-icw of 
Section 15 (D of V.n.gcs .ivct ana by 
•eason of Section 25 of the V,’on;er.s -net 
he Autliority unocr Section 15 pi J.c 
^/'■"GS Act would have junrcbction to 
irdde the claim. V.’e arc therefore o 
■he wow that the impugned order i.sr.ot 
me Txi-^^ed without juri.rdictton :ojs m 
r-rrTnt. interference under Article 22. of 

"‘cl^^'mg we would like to 
reJoM 01 ^ npprccintion of the amisumce 
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rendered by Mr. Y. S. N. Miuty, who ap* 
peared amicus curiae for the opposite 
party, 

11. In the result, both the applications 
fail and are dismissed, 

12. ACHARYA, J.: I agree 

Order accordingly. 


AIR 1970 ORISSA 126 (V 57 C 43J 
G. K MISRA, C. J. AND R. N. 

MSRA, J. 

Saroj Kumar Ghosh. Petitioner v. 
Chairman. Orissa State Electricity Boar^ 
Opposite Party. 

O. J. C. No. 687 of 1969, D/- 3-10-1969. 
(A) Industrial Exnplosrment (Standing 
fag Orders) Act (1946), S. 4 — Certifica- 
tion of standing order containing clause 
relating to superannuation — Clause not 
covered by Schedule of the Act nor 1^ 
Model Standing Order — Certification is 
improper — Failure of employee to chal- 
lenge such provision cannot add enforce- 
ability to It, 

Where a Standing Order Is certified by 
the certifying officer containing a clause 
relating to superannuation, not covered 
by the Schedule of the Act nor by the 
model Standing Order, such certificatioD 
cannot be a valid certification under sec- 
tion 4 of the Act The certification can- 
not add enforceability to it merely on 
the ground that the workers did not chal- 
lenge such provision before the'certlfy- 
fag officer. AIR 1960 SC 665, Rel on. 

(Para 11) 

(B) Indnstrial Employment (Standing 
Orders) Act (1946), Ss. 2 (g), 3 (2), Sche- 
dule, Item 8 — Distinction between 
termination of employment and superan- 
nuation — Termination does not cover 
superannuation. AIR 1960 Mad 107, Dis- 
sent^ from. 

The clause terndnatlon of employment 
& item If of tAe SbAeaUTe cannot 6e 
eejuated with the word superannuation. 
The dictionary meanings of the two also 
do not indicate that there is any simi- 
larity in the two processes. (Para 11) 
Superannuation is an event which 
comes more or less in an automatic pro- 
cess. An age is fixed on the reaching of 
which the holder of an office is required 
to go out of office. There is no volition 
in the act. With the lapse of time the 
event automatically comes. Both the 
parties, that is, the employer and the em- 
ployee have notice of the matter long 
before and it is an event which cannot 
be arrested by them if the rule is to be 
follow^ On the other hand, termina- 
tion is a positive act by which one party 
even against the derire of the other can 
bring about the end to an employment . 

AN/AN/A145/70/EGC/M 


Ri these circumstances the two processes 
are essentially different and there is 
hardly any room to equate one with the 
other. AIR 1960 Mad 107, Dissented from. 

(Para 11) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(1968) Civil Appeal 967 of 1966, D/- 
29-11-1968 (SC), Management of 
Orissa State Eiectridty Board v. 
Workmen I 

(1966) AIR 1966 SC 1471 (V 53) - - 

(1966) 2 SCR 863, R. & H. Dis- 
tricts Electric Supply Co. Ltd. v. 

State of Uttar Pradesh 11 

(1960) AIR 1960 SC 665 (V 47) « 

(I960) 2 SCR 974, Associated 
Cement Co. Ltd. v. P. D. Vvas 11 
(1960) AIR 1960 Mad 107 (V 47)“ 

1960-1 Lab LJ 187, Hindu v. 

Hindu Office and National Press 
Employees Union 10 

R. C. Ram and N. N. Swain, for Peti- 
tioner; B. B. Rath and U. Nanda, for Op- 
posite Party. 

R. N. MISRA. J.! In this appUcation 
under Articles 226 and 227 of the 
Constitution the petitioner before us 
is the General Secretary of the Citjsr 
Distribution Divirion, Electrical Workers 
Union and the Cuttack Electric Supply 
Workers’ Union. 

2. The short point that arises for con- 
sideration in this case is as to whether 
the opposite party Board is entitled fa 
law to call upon the worfanen in the 
employment of the Cuttack Electric Sup- 
ply Co. Ltd., whose services have now 
been taken over by the Orissa State Elec- 
tricity. Board, to retire from service on 
attaining the age of 55, 

3. It is not disputed that the Cuttack 
Electric Supply Co. Ltd. which was being 
managed by the Managing Agency M/s. 
Octavus Steel Co. Ltd. was t^en over 
by the State of Orissa and was placed 
under the Orissa State Electricity Boar^ 

CfiKvnasy' iwfai.’Sf AHtg io 

O. J. C. No. 31 of 1962 challenging the 
order of the State Government in tak- 
ing over the undertaking and cancelling 
Its license. Ultimately the matter was 
settled on certain terms and the services 
of 135 workmen hitherto in the employ- 
ment of the Company were taken over by 
the State Electricity Board. The Board 
Issued fresh orders of appointment to the 
workmen and attempted to change the 
conditions of service. A dispute arose 
which led to tripartite agreement on 1- 
7-63 to which the State, the Electricity 
Board and the Union were parties. It was 
decided, inter alia. (1) that the workmen 
previously serving under the Company 
would be entitled to the same conditions 
of service as were appUcable to them 
under the Board, and (2) that the Board 
would take urgent steps for drafting a 
set of standing orders and getting them 
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certified in accordance with law. 

4. It is alleged that the opposite party 
Board committed violation of the terms 
of the agreement. Ultimately an indus- 
trial^ dispute was referred to tlie Tribu- 
nal in the following terms; 

"Whether the workers of the Company 
which was purchased by the Board are 
entitled to continuity of service without 
any change in their conditions of service 
they were enjoying under the Company.” 
The Tribunal, after a regular enquiry, 
came to hold. 

"I conclude that the employees imder 
the Company would have continuity of 
service while working under the Board 
without any change in their important 
conditions of service. But regarding other 
matters comparatively less important 
they would be governed by the Boards’ 
Rules.” 

It is further contended by Mr. Ram for 
the petitioner that no rules have yet been 
framed by the Board in regard to less 


.... me conditions of service of the 
employees of the Company prior to their 
conMg over to the Board were govem- 
ed by the certified standing orders, certi- 
fied m respect of the Cuttack Electric 
Supply Co. Ltd. The aforesaid Standing 
Orders mteraha provided for retireiS 
^er servmg for 30 years or on reaching 
years. Tlie relevant clause 
Order reads as follows: 

32. An ^ployee who has served 30 
j^ars or who has reached the age of 55 
shall be retired. ’ ” 

It is contended by Mr. Rath, appearing 
for tii6 Bosrd, thst sucli a torni of supgr- * 
annuation was already the condition of 
service in respect of the woricmen under 
the Cuttack Electric Supply Co. Ltd., and 
as such even in terms of the Award the 
workmen under the defunct Company, 
while working under the Board, are bound 
by these terms. He, therefore, justifies 
the order of superannuation on this 
score. 


important conditions of service. The op- 
posite party Board came before this Court 
mainly for expunction of the direction in 
the TMbunal’s Award that the workmen 
should have continuity of service while 
working imder the Board without any 
materi^ change in. their conditions of 
service. The said writ application was 
dismissed on 15-3-65. The matter was 
carried in appeal before the Supreme 
Court and their Lordships of the Supreme 
Court by their judgment in Civil Appeal 
No. 967 of 1966 Dh 29-11-1968 (SC) dis- 


7. The petitioner has contended that 
clause 32 as referred to above was a part 
of the Standing Orders which have never 
been in force. Mr. Ram contended before 
us that the Management of the Company 
carried an appeal before the learned Dis- 
trict Judge of Cuttack against the order 
of the Certifying Officer under S. 5 (2) 
of the Industrial Employment (Standing 
Orders) Act of 1946 and the said appeal 
was ultimately dismissed for default The 
appellate authority, that is, the District 
Judge of Cuttack did not comply with 


missed the same. 

5. On 21-6-69. the Board superannuat- 
ed some of the employees now working 
under the Board on the ground that they 
had reached the age of 55 and were, 
therefore liable to superannuate. 

6. The challenge in the %vrit applica- 
tion is that the direction to the workmen 
to superannuate on the grojmd that they 
have reached the age of 55 is without 
authority of law and such a direction 
runs counter to the direction in the 
Award. In 1950, there -were a set of 
standing orders of the Cuttacli Electric 
Supply’ Co. Ltd. There was no provi- 
sion for age of superannuation therein. 
The contention of Mr. Ram is that super- 
annuation is one of the important condi- 
tions of service and the direction in the 
Award is that in respect of such condh 
lions the company’s workmen employ^ 
by the Board are to be governed by the 
terras of service in vogue under the_ Com- 
pany, and, therefore, the Board, in the 
face of the direction in the Award and 
having lost its cause before the Courts, 
is not entitled to direct .superannuation 
of these workmen. For the first time in 
the counter affidavit filed before u-s the 
Board took the plea in parapraph 7 of 
the counter affidavit in the following 
way: 


the requirements of Section 6 (2) of the 
said Act, and as such the said Standing 
Orders never came into force. Tlierefore, 
they were not existing conditions of em- 
ployment of the employees of the Com- 
pany at the time the opposite party 
Board took over their service. Mr. Ram 
next contends that the prov'ision for 
superannuation could not be made in the 
Standing Orders, and, therefore, even if 
it is conceded that there was such a clause 
as referred to above and the Standing 
Orders had been in force, such a term was 
without the authority of law and the 
matter of superannuation could not be 
prorided in the Standing Order-s. 

8. It Ls conceded before us by both 
parties that if it is ultimatcis' found that 
the clause of superannuation could not be 
prorided in the Standing Orders, then 
the petitioner is entitled to .succeed and 
it cannot be held that the existing condi- 
tions of sc‘rv-ice in re.spect of the Com- 
pany’s workmen made provision for 
superannuation at the age of 55. In the 
circumstances we proceed to ex.aminc tiie 
correctness of the contc.ntion of Mr. Ram 
as to whether .supcrannu.ntlon could be 
provided for in the Standing Ordrr.^, Tills 
will require a detaik-d examination of the 
scheme prorided under the Ir.du/.tri.al 
Employment (Standing Orders) Act, 19-56. 
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The scheme of that Statute, as far as 
relevant for the present purpose. Is foxmd 
in Sa 3 and 4 of the Schedule append- 
ed to the Act. For convenience, the said 
provisions are extracted hereunder. 

*'3, Submission of draft standing orders. 

(1) Wi thin six months from the dateot 
•wnich this Act becomes applicable to an 
industrial establishment. Ae employer 
dtall submit to the Certifying Officer five 
copies of the draft standing orders pro- 
posed by him for adoption in his indus- 
trial establishment 

(2) Provision be made in such 

draft for every matter set out in the 
Schedule whidi may be applicable to the 
industrial establishment, and where model 
Ending orders have been prescribed, 
shall be. so far is practicable, in confor- 
mity with such model, 

XX XX XX 

4. Conditions for certification of stand- 
ing orders. — 

Standing Orders shall be certifiable under 
this Act, if— 

(a) provision is made therein for every 
matter set out in the Schedule which is 
applicable to the industrial establishment, 
and 

(b) the standing orders are otherwise 
in conformity with the provisions of this 
Act: 

and it shall he the function of the Certi- 
fying officer or appellate authority to 
adludicate upon the fairness or reason- 
ableness of the provisions of any standing 
orders. 

The Schedule: 

Matters to be provided in Standing Orders 
under this Act. 

1. Classification of workmen, eg., whe- 
ther permanent, temporary apprentices, 
probationers, or badlls. 

2. Manner of intimating to workmen 
periods and hours of work, holidays, pay- 
days and wage rates, 

3. Shift working, 

4. Attendance and late coming. 

5. Conditions of, procedure in applying 
for, and the authority which may grant, 
leave and holidays. 

Requirement to enter premises by 
certain gates, and liability to search. 

7. Closing and reopening of sections of 
the industrial establishment, and temno- 
rary stoppages of work and the rights 
and liabilities of the employer and work- 
men arising therefrom. 

8. Termination of employment, and the 
notice thereof to be given by emr^oyer 
and workmen. 

9. Su^nsion or dismissal for miscon- 
duct, end acts or omissions which con- 
stitute misconduct 

10. Means of redress for workmen 
against unfair treatment or wrongfiil 
exactions by the employer or his agents 
or servants. 

I 


11. Any other matter which may be 
prescribed.” 

3. None of the 12 items of the Sche- 
dule, as extracted above, covers the case 
ot Buperaimuation, Itr. Barn’s conten- 
tion, therefore, is that In respect of.a mat- 
ter which is not covered in the Schedule, 
there was no scope to provide for in the 
Standing Orders, and no provision could 
have been certified in the Standing 
Orders unless it was in conformity with 
the provisions of the Act His ' conten- 
tion is that danse 52 o£ the Sfaodiag 
Orders in question was not certifiable 
under the Act. Even if the workmen had 
not questioned the propriety of the said 
provision, since it was a case of jurisdic- 
tion It cannot be contended that in the 
absence of a dispute regarding the term, 
by the rule of acquiescence, the term 
regarding superannuation becomes en- 
forceable. 

Jo. Under Section IS of the Act, au- 
thority has been conferred to provide for 
any other niatter to be added to the 11 
items already appearing in the Schedule 
so as to coitier jurisdiction on the rele- 
v^t bodies under the Act to make. 'cer- 
tify and approve Standing Orders in res- 
pect of such matters. (Admittedly there 
haa been no addition to the 11 items ap- 
Paring in the Schedule in the State of 
<^1ssa}. Mr. Bath for (he Board contends ' 
that 'Honnination of employment” real^ 
covers a case of superannuation. Accord- 
ing to him. superannuation is a process of 
termination, and termination being a term 
of comprehensive import superannuation 
wmdi is a class of termination must be 
taken to be included In it and, therefore, 
no provision has been separately made. 
In support of Mr. Bath’s Contention he 
na* placed reliance an a decision in ( 1 P 60 ) 

1 Lab LJ 187 = (AIR 1960 Mad 107). 
Hindu V. Hindu Office & National Press 
Employees Union wherein a learned 
Smgle Judge of the Madras High Court 
nas taken the view that termination would 
cover superannuation. We do not accept 
the contention of Mr. Bath as the rea- 
sonings in the said dedsion do not appeal 
to us. 

JL Termination and superannuation 
pitoot be equated. The dictionary mean- 
i^s of the two also do not indicate that 
there Is any similarity In the two pro- 
cesses. The meaning of ’superannuation’ 
as in the dictionary is "to cause to retire 
from service on a pension, to pension off, 
to become too old for a pension, to reach 
an age at which one retires from an 
office”, and the meaning of 'termination’ 

Is 'cessation, closure, conclusion, the act 
of bringing a matter to an end". Super- 
annuation seems to us to be an event 
^ich comes more or less in an auto- 
mafic process. An age is fixed on the 
Inching of which the holder of an office 
l3 requited to go out of office. There is 



Pat 209 


1970 


B. Munda v. D. Oraon (Varma J.) [Prs. 1-3] 

copy of sale deed ' marked as exhibit in 


AIR 1970 PATNA 209 (V 57 C 33) 

• ANWAR AHMAD AND M P. 
VARMA, JJ. 

Bhadar Mimda and another. Appellants 
V. Dhuchua Oraon, Respondent. 

A. F. O. D. No. 449 of 1964, D/- 18-^ 
1969, from decision of 2nd AddL Judicial 
Commr. Chotanagpur, R an c hi, D/- 18-7- 
1964. 

(A) Land Acquisition Act (1894), Ss. 18, 
30 and 53 — Provisions of O. 22, Civil 
P. C. not applicable — The reference 
must he disposed of whether or not par" 
ti^ appear and adduce evidence. (Civil 
P. C. (1908), O. 22 and O. 1, R. 10) 

A claim in a reference under S. 18. or 
S. 30 of the Land Acquisition Act does 
not get • barred for failure to bnng on 
record the Legal Representatives of a 
deceased claimant. The proviaons 
0. ‘22 of CivilP. C. do not apply to these 
proceedings notwithstanding S. 53 of the 
said Act which states that proviaons of 
CivH P. C; shaU apply to aU procee^g^ 
under the Act. The application of u. 
is inconsistent with the very nature an 
scope of the proceedmgs under 1 

Hud 30. /-i i T? 1 ft 

Further, the court under O- 
has power to add a person as ^ 
it appears to the court to be l^st to do 
so;,^d particularly if ^the court finds 
that the presence of such ^rson 
necessary in order to suable it ^ 
ly and completely to adjudicate u^u ^d 

settle aU questions uivolyed m *e case. 

Application of O. 1, R. ■ 10 

sirtent to a reference mder S. 30 of the 

Act. AIR 1967 Pat 243. FolL 

(B) Civil P. C. (1908), S. 

Court’s decision based ^ as to 

tion of title deeds and owl cvide^ as to 
possession — First uPPeUafe . 

disturb the finding on — 

the evidence, documentary _ not have 
Plea that the appellate co^ demea- 

the advantage of observing 
nour of witnesses rejerted. decision 

In a case where the trial ywi ^ ^ 

hinged on a dear ert- 

'^Hdd.^^that the appellat^l 7o^c^si^ 

first appeal vfiiich has got 

nccricc •fVie value of the documeu ^ j 


and assess the value of "j’ »,,, the 
and oral evidence “ P^^^^codd^^urb 
parties in the trial courfi . 

the finding on such rea- fPara 10) 
1950 PC 90, Ref 79 

(C) Ei-idcncc Act (1S<2)' ^ 

-Original sale ants - Certaied 

eaten away by white ogH-CI-— 

E3.I/BN/F553/G9/TVN/B 

1970 Pat/14 Vn G— 35 


copy of sale deed ' marKea as exmoit m 
trial Court — No objection raised by the 
other side — Witness deposing as to the 
fact of sale — Question, held, could not 
he agitated as to the mode of proof in ap- 
peal. (Fafa 7) 

Cases Referred; Chronological Paras 
(1967) AIR 1967 Pat 243 (V 54) = 

ILR 46 Pat 580. Mt._ Sakalbaso 
Kuer V. Brijendra Singh 9 

(1950) AIR 1950 PC 90 (V 37) = 

77 Ind App 76. Bank of India 
Ltd. v. Jamsetji A. H. Chinoy 9 

A. KChatterjee, for Appellants; S. Sar- 
war Ali and Sultan Ahmad, for Respon- 
dent. _ ^ „ 

M. P. VARMA, J. : This appeal arises 
out of an award given by the Secoim Ad- 
ditional Judicial Commissioner of Ciiota- 
nagpur at Ranchi in Land Acquisihon 
Reference No. 300 of 1963, made to 1^ 
under the provisions of Sec. 30 of the 
Land Acquisition Act. 

2. The short facts, of the case are as 
follows: In village Bhusur, Police-sta- 
tion Ranchi, the Government acquned 
Q2 acres of lands for Hatia township. 
Dediation No. 714 dated the 20th Janu- 
ary, 1960 was published m tlm Bihar 
^:ette (Extraordinary) of the 21st. Janu- 
ary 1960. In the present case, we ;ue 
concerned with only 1.82 acres 
pd within plot no. 520 of khata no. 17 
(Tanr II land). When the Collector made 
’thi, cse 

amount of compensation at R^ 11.5W-<^ 
paise, two daimants np^ared bdore ^ 
to daim the compensation money. The 
first party was Chapru Munda, who Irter 
died Md was substituted by Ins fiyo 
erandsons Bhadar Munda ^d Jaim?* 
+Tnrmipli their guaidiau Jisting 
Sdf rf“hfi.ru Munda, who 

Srthe appellants in this case; and second 
party was Dhuchuvra Oraon. who is the 

oSuchuwu Oraon was that ha 
atVi T-inuary, 1943 and since that da^e 

^Hn^who^ used to grant him receipts. 
Kding to him. Chap,™ Mimdajr his 

heirs had submitted on 

tha^lhe y-ns enUUed to receive 

"" s,”'‘5“ho trpSSo? 

Sor^haf or S 

Lodo Munda unto n 

100*-' ns 

the remaining hall 
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fro m the said Lodo Mimda under a 
register^ s^e deed dated Uie 26th Janu- 
ary, 1945. Therefore, both these broths 
held the entire plot since the time of 
their purchase. Jisting Munda was all 
along in Government service at Patna 
Secretariat and. in his absence, Chapru 
Munda used to look after the affairs. He, 
therefore, claimed the entire compensa- 
tion money. 

4. Before the learned Additional Judi- 
cial Commissioner, both i>arties filed 
their deeds of title and six witnesses 
were examined on behalf of Jisting 
Munda and eight witnesses were examin- 
ed on behalf of Dhuchuwa Oraon. The 
learned Additional Judldal Commissioner 
after a consideration of the evidence 
before him, came to the conclusion that 
Dhuchuwa Oraon was the competent per- 
son to receive the entire compensation 
money. Against this order, the present 
appeal has been filed. 

5. Mr. A. ^ Chatterjee, learned Coun- 
sel lor the appellants, has argued that 
the learned Addition^ Judidal Commis- 
sionex had failed to take Into conMdera- 
tion the various registered sale deeds 
y^hich had been produced on behalf of 
the parties, and. therefore, he came to a 
wrong conciusioii because of the non* 
conslderatloa of those sale deeds. Ee fur- 
ther argued that it was not a 

tmder section 145 of the Code of Ctixnl- 
nal Procedure that only the qnestiim of 
possession would be relevant. In the pre- 
sent case It has to be seen that there are 
three registered sale deeds, all executed 
by Lodo Munda on various dates. 

The earliest dociunent is Ext l/a dated 
the 8th April. 1942, by which Lodo trans- 
ferred 0.92 acre of plot no. 520, along with 
another plot to Jistlng Munda for a sum 
of Ks. 100/'. So far as this plot is coo- 
cemed, it was Indicated in the deed 
that It was the half area towards the east 
The second sale deed in point of time is 
Ext B. dated the 4th January. 1943. by 
which Lodo transferred the entire area of 
this plot namely, 1-84 acre, to Dhu- 
chuwa Oraon lor a sum of Rs. 73/- only. 
The third document in point of time is 
Ext 1. dated the 26th January, 1945. 
executed by Lodo in favour of Chapru 
Munda in respect of the entire area of 
this plot namely, 1.84 acre for a sum of 
Ks. 200/-. It is ncrt the case of any party 
that any of these sale deeds was a sham 
transaction or was obtained by fraud, 
collusion or undue influence so, taking 
these thi^ documents at their face value 
it must be said that Jisting Munda was 
first in time to acquire half of this plot 
towards the east and then Dhutiniwa 
Oraon could purchase only the remain- 
ing half of thlt plot on the western side. 
He could not have any title to the entire 
plot, bemuse before his purchase, half of 
the area had already passed to Jisting 
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Munda. Chapru. . perhaps, did -not know 
the earlier situation and he purchased 
the entire plot much later, that is, on the 
26th. January, 1945, under Ext 1. So, 
pri^ fade, he woidd not be entitled -to 
claim any share in this land which had 
already passed to the other two purcha- 
sers. 

6. Mr. S. Sarwar All. appearing on 
behalf of the respondent, h^ laid great 
stress on the fact that ^e title deeds 
would not determine as to which party 
was in actual possession of this land, and 
so the case of each party should be dedd- 
td with reference to the oral evidence 
which has been adduced in this case. The 
learned Additional Judicial Commissioner 
has summarised the evidence of all the 
witnesses who had been examined on be- 
half of both parties and he has given his 
own comments on their evidence. But 
when the entire evidence of the witnesses 
is perused and the same yardstick is ap- 
plied. I do not think that either party has 
^ven a better type of evidence than the 
other. 

A. W. 1 Bhaiya Ram Munda. who spoke 
about the possession of Chapru Munda, 
stated that Chapru used to Pay rent of 
the land in dispute to Lodo, who himself 
paid the rent for the entire land to the 
landlord, but granted no receipt to Cba* 
prtL A. W. 3 Jisting Munda was, of 
course, the party claimant, and he stated 
that Chapru was his elder brother and 
lived joint with him. According to him,' 
Chapru t:sdd to cultivate the entire land 
and paid rent to Ix>do. This witness was 
Working as a peon In the Patna Secre- 
tariat and had retired only a few months 
earlier. According to his evidence, the 
land was purchased by the joint family 
consisting of himself and Chapru hlunda. 
So. the family unit would be represented 
by any member of the family. Jisting 
Munda nowhere claims to have interest 
Only in half the land, apart from Chapru. 
So. if Jisting Munda or his heirs are not 
on the record to claim the compensation, 
I do not think that the of the des- 

cendants of Chapru would be jeopardised 
only because of the fact that the earliest 
sale deed stood in the namp of Jisting 
Munda. It is a matter for the family of 
Jisting Munda and Chapru Munda . to 
decide between toemselves; and as against 
ou^ders, all the members represent one 
Unit of the joint family. He denied 
Hfe suggestion that he was sepa- 
rate from Chapru. A- W. 5 Sukhnath 
Singh also ^»ke about Cbapru’s posses- 
sion. Similarly, A. W. 6 Mahadeo Munda 
also supported the possession of Chapru 
for the last 20-22 years. AU these wit- 
nesses denied the claim of Dhucbuwa 
Oraon so far as the possestion over this 
land was concerned. 

On the other hand O. P, W. 1 Dhudiu- 
wa Oraon, of course, spoke about his own 
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acqiiiation and possession. It was sug- 
gested to him that Lodo wanted to sell 
some other land, but he (Dhuchuwa) col- 
lusively^ got the land in question men- 
tioned in the sale deed. He probed the 
rent receipts Exts. A to A/lO, which 
were also probed by O. P. W. 4, along 
wi^ another receipt. Ext A/ll, who was 
a literate person. These rent receipts do not 
mention the year nor can they be easily 
connected with the land in question. They 
do not bear the thumb impression of 
Lodo, who is said to be illiterate. More- 
over, it is a matter of common experience 
that printed pucca receipts are not grant- 
ed by a tenant to another tenant, who is 
a transferee of some land from him. O. 
W. 2 Etwa Oraon has spoken about the 
possession of Dhuchuwa. Similarly. O. W. 
3 Kaliia Mimda spoke about the posses- 
sion of Dhuchuwa Oraon; but the boun- 
daries of the land given by him do not 
tally with those given by O, W. 1 or O. 
5^. 4 or O. W. 5 Mangal Oraon. 

O. W. 6 Mangra Oraon, who is^a friend 
of Dhuchuwa Oraon and who has sold his 
land to him (Dhuchuwa), admitted 
towards the end of his cross-examination 
that the dispute between Dhuchuwa and 
Chapru had been going on for the last 20 
years or so regarding the land in dispute, 
and that Chapru forcibly cultivated the 
land in dispute about 20 years ago; and 
Dhuchuwa had filed a case, but had lost it. 
So this admission by ’a witness goes to 
weaken the case of possession as set up 
by Dhuchuwa Oraon, It is. therefor^ 
dear from the above analysis of the evi- 
dence that neither party gave evidence 
of such a type which could be accepted 
at once as a good and reliable piece of 
evidence concerning possession. There is 
no case of burden of proof or onus in a 
dispute like this. Both the parties had 
to satisfy the Court as regards their title 
and possession in respect of the land in 
question. The expression "possession” is 
a legal term which would not show as to 
what sort of actual possession the party 
was exercising. No vitness examined on 
behalf of either party has said that Dhu- 
Axrwa, Jisting or Chapru grew such and 
such crop on the land and harvested the 
same. In what manner the act of posses- 
sion was exerdsed was not stated^ by any 
witness. Cne witness on each side has 
said that his party was in ^lUvating 
possession. So, on a consideration of the 
oral and documentary evidence available 
in this case. 1 think the right conclusion 
would be that Jisting Munda and hi.s 
family could get half of the compensa- 
tion bccau.se they had acquired half of 
the land earlic.st in point of time, Dhu- 
chuwa Oraon should get tljo remaining 
half of tlie compeasation money because 
he had acquired the rcm-ainlng half of the 
land under his sale deed (Ext B). 


7. On behalf of the appellants, an 

was raised that the sale deed 
Of Dhuchuwa Oraon (Ext B) was not 
legally proved. The original sale deed 
was said to have been eaten away by 
white ants and only two bits of that sale 
deed were produced in court Those two 
.bits are already on the record, but they 
were not formally proved in the court 
below. In such circumstances, secondary 
evidence was admissible to prove this 
document O. W. 7 Janak Narain look- 
ing at the certified copy of the sale deed, 
said that it was copied by Md. Eazaque, 
an extra clerk in the Registration Office, 
whose handwriting he knew, and it was 
ojpied from the copy in the Registration 
Re^ster which was in the pen of Baqar 
O. W. 8 Kasim All further stated 
that Chapru Munda (which is obviouslv 
a mistake for Lodo Munda) had executed 
a sale deed in favour of Dhuchuwa in his 
presence and the contents were the same 
as that of the certified copy. It was then 
marked as Ext. B. It is, however, to be 
noted from the list of documents admit- 
ted in evidence that when Ext. B was 
admitted into evidence, it was done so 
without objection. So, in my opinion, 
when once this document has been mark- 
ed as an exhibit in the lower court wi^- 
out any objection from the other side, 
the same question cannot be successfully 
agitated so far as the mode of proof is 
concerned. 

8. On behalf of the respondent, another 
argument was advance<i that Jisting 
Munda or his sons were not claiming any 
interest in this land. Jisting Munda died 
during the pendency of the appeal in this 
court and thereafter his grandson, Ram- 
rati Mimda, was appointed as guardian of 
the minor appellants, Bhadar Munda and 
Jainath Munda, It is further apparent 
from the order-sheet of the lower court 
that Jisting Munda had also applied to be 
substituted in place of Chapru Munda, 
along with his two grandsons. By order 
dated the 3rd, July, 1964. the learned 
Additional Judicial Commissioner allow- 
ed only the names of the_ minor grand- 
sons of Chapru to be substituted, and not 
of Jisting Munda Thereafter. Jisting 
Munda prayed and Ids prayer was allow- 
ed to the effect that he was made guar- 
dian of these two minor appellants. As 
already observed, Jisting Munda has no 
Interest adverse to the appellants and all 
of them constitute one joint family. So 
it does not matter if only one or two 
members of the family are on the record. 
The benefit will enure to the entire fami- 
ly consisting of both the branches of Cln* 
pru and Jisting. 

9. Another argument which was advan- 
ced on behalf of the resnondent was io 
the elTect tliat the rjlistitution of the 
appellants in pi.ecc cf Chapru ilund.! wan 



212 Pat [Pra. fl-12] TTulon oI India v.' Kedar Prasad 
barred by limitation. This argument was 


based on the language of section 53 of 
the Land Acquisition Act, which lays 
down that the provisions of the Code of 
Civil Procedure shall apply to all proceed- 
ings before the coiu^ imder the said Act 
It is to be noted that this point was also 
raised in the court below end the court, 
below, after considering all the matters 
before it, allowed the substitution to be 
made. *^6 date of knowledge about the 
proceeding is the 12th Mar^ 1954 and 
the date of petidon for suletitution is 
the 12th Jxine. 1964. Any way, the ques- 
tion of abatement does not arise in a 
proceeding like this, 

_ In Sanjiva Row’s Law of Land Acquisi- 
tion and Compensation, revised and en- 
larged by J. P. Singhal, Fifth (1966) edi- 
tion, at page 808. under item (k), it has 
been stated that "order XJOT of the Code 
of Civil Procedure cannot be applied to 
proceedings under S. 18 of the Act 
Once a reference is made under S. 
the court must make an award under 
Section 26, irrespective of whether 
the person, at whose Instance the re- 
ference has been made, does or does not 
appear before the court, or fails to produce 
evidence in support of his objection. A 
reference proceeding cannot abate. The 
application of Order XXn of the Code 
is inconsistent with the very nature and 
scope of the proceeding under S. 18. If 
the person, at whose instance the refer- 
ence is made, dies and no one comes for- 
ward to represent him, it is the duty of 
the Government to supply to the Court 
the names and addresses of the legal re- 
presentatives of the deceased claimant to 
enable the court to issue fresh notice to 
them under S. 20". 

Of course, these observations have been 
made in respect of a proceeding under 
Section 18 of that Act. but this proceeding 
is under Section 30, But even In the pre- 
sent proceeding the case of FubstitutiOT 
was rais^ and dedded by the lower co\^ 
and the delay, if any, must be taken to 
have been condoned. In such circum- 
stances, I do not think this point can be 
successfully urged on behalf of the res- 
pondent. Moreover, in the case of Mt. 
Sd^baso Kuer v. Briiendra Singh, AIR 
1967 Pat 243 it was observed that there 
was nothing inconsistent with the applica- 
tion of the provisions of Order 1, Rule 
10, of the Code of Civil Procedure in re- 
g»d to a reference under Section 30 of 
the I^d Acqihdtion Act. and that, in 
that view of the matter, the Court has 
power to add a person as a party if it ap- 
pears to the cottft to be just to do so, and 
particularly if the Coiirt finds that the 
presence of such a person may be neces- 
sary in order to enable it effectually 
and completely to adjudicate upon and set- 
tle all questions involved in the case. In 
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that view of the matter also, this argu- 
ment must be negatived. 

10. Mr. Sarwar All has further con- 
tended that the appellate court should be 
reluctant to reverse the finding of the 
trial court which had the advantage of 
marking the demeanour of the witnesses 
so as to appraise the value of their evi- 
dence. But in this case I do not find that 
the learned Additional Judicial Commis- 
sioner has noted about the demeanour of 
any witness. I may meet this point by 
simply referring to the observation of 
their Lordships of the Privy Council made 
in the case of Bank of India Ltd. v. 
Jamsetji A- H. Chinoy, AIR 1950 PC 90 
to the effect that the appellate court 
would be rductant to differ fiom the con- 
dusion of the trial Judge if his conclu- 
rion is based on the impression made by 
a person in the witness box. If, however, 
the trial Judge based his finding and his 
ortoion of the person on a theory deriv- 
ed from documents and a series of infer- 
ences and assumptions founded on a variety 
of ^cts and circumstances which, in th^- 
selves. offer no direct or positive support 
for toe condusion reached, the right of 
the appellate Court to review this in£^- 
ential process cannot be denied. In. the 
present case, there is not a single sm- 
fence in the judgment of the learned Ad- 
ditional Judidal Commissioner about the 
demeanour of any witness. The case hing- 
ed on a dear appreciation of the title 
deeds of the parties and the evidence of 
possession as given by the variotis wit- 
nesses. I have airway given a summary 
at some earlier stage to show that the 
oral evidence of either party is not of 
superior type over the other. So this ob- 
jection raised on bdialf of the respondent 
must be left out of consideration, because 
toe appellate Court in toe first appeal has 
to ccpnrider and assess the value of toe 
documentary as well as oral evidence as 
produced by the parties in the trial court 

IL In the result this appeal succeeds 
in part The award of the learned Addi- 
tional Judicial Commissioner is modified 
to this extent that half of the compensa- 
tion money would be paid to toe appel- 
lants on behalf of the joint family, and 
toe other hall would be paid to Dhutouwa 
Oraon. In the circumstances of toe case, 
there will be no order as fo costs. 

12. ANWAR AHMAD, J. s I agree. 

Appe^ partly allowed. 
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U. N. SINHA J. 

Union of India as owner of the Eastern 
Railway Administration. Petitioner v. 
Kedar Prasad, Opposite Party. 

Civn Bevn. No. 1468 of 1968, D/- 16-5- 
11969. against order of Small Cause Court 
Judge (Sub. J.), Begusarai, D/- 31-8-1969, 
14I/CN/G290/69/YPB/R 
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Civa P. C. (1908), Ss. 80, 20(c) — Notice 
under S. 80 does not form cause of action 
~ .^l^ce of sending notice does not give 
jurisdiction to Court of that place to en- 
tertain suit AIR 1956 Assam 85, Dissent- 
ed from; AIR 1953 Cal 235, held, implied- 
ly overruled by AIR 1960 Cal 391. 

(Para 3) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(I960) AIR 1960 Cal 391 (V 47) = 


64 Cal WN 502, Niranjan Agar- 
walla V. Union of India 3 

(1956) AIR 1956 Assam 85 (V 43) =: 

ILR (1956) 8 Assam 51, Pratap 
Chandra Biswas v. Union of 
India 2 3 

(1953) AIR 1953 Cal 235 (V 40) = 

90 Cal LJ 295, Raj Kumar Shaw v. 
Dominion of India 2. 3 

(1952) AIR 1952 Cal 35 (V 39) = 

56 Cal WN 83 (FB), Banshi v. 
Governor-Gener^ in India 3 

(1950) ILR (1950) 2 Cal 551, Dunlop 
Rubber Co. (India) Ltd. v. 
Governor-General in Council 2, 3 

G949) AIR 1949 Cal 622 (V 36) = 

84 Cal LJ 175, Dominion of India v. 
Jagadish Prasad Pannalal 2, 3 


P. K. Bose, for Petitioner; Krishna Nan- 
dan Prasad Singh, for Opposite Party. 

ORDER; This application has been filed 
under Section 25 of the Provincial Small 
Cause Courts Act by the defendant It 
is directed against an order passed by 
the trial cou^ in Small Cause Court 
Suit No. 39/41 of 1967. dated the 31st 
August. 1968, holding that the court had 
jur&dction to try the suit 

2. The rdevant facts are as follows; 
The plaintiff-opposite party has filed the 
suit in question in the court of the Sub- 
ordinate Judge, Begusarai, claiming com- 
pensation against the defendant for loss of 
goods by non-d^ve^ to the plaintifL It 
is alleg^ that certain goods had been 
booked from Varanasi for Monghyr. The 
ptm'nfifF is said to have given notice under 
Section 80 of the Code of Civil Procedure 
to the defendant from Begusarai The de- 
fendant objected to the jurisdiction of the 
Court at Begusarai to try the suit and the 
learned Judge has held that as giving of 
notice under Section 80 of the Code of 
Civil Procedure forms part of the cause 
of action, the suit is maintainable at Begu- 
sarai The learned Judge has followed a 
decision of the Calcutta High Court in the 
case Raj Kumar Shaw v. Dominion of 
India,, AIR 1953 Cal 235. The learned 
Judge has stated that this decision has 
been followed by the Assam High Court in 
the case of Pratap Chandra Biswas v. 
Union of India, AIR 1956 Assam 85. The 
learned Judge deciding Raj Kumar Shaw’s 
case, AIR 1953 Cal 235 stated that ho wass 
bound to follow the decision of tlie Cal- 
cutta High Court in the case. Dunlop Rub- 
ber Co. (India) Ltd. v. Governor General 


m Council, ILR (1950) 2 Cal 551 and the 
rase. Dominion of India v. Jagdish Prasad 
P^alal, 84 Cal LJ 175 = (AIR 1949 Cal 

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner 
has submitted that Dunlop Rubber Co.’s 
case, ILR (1950) 2 Cal 551 has been over- 
nUed by Di^^on Bench of the Calcutta 
High Court in the case, Niranjan Agar- 
walla V. Union of India, AIR 1960 Cal 39L 
Learned^ counsel has further argued that 
the decision of the Dominion of India’s 
rase, 84 Cal LJ 175 == (AIR 1949 Cal 
622) has been held to have been wrongly 
decided, in the case, Banshi v. Governor- 
General in India in AIR 1952 Cal 35 (FB) 
at p. 38. It may be mentioned that 
the decision reported in AIR 1952 Cal 35 
(FB) has been mentioned in Raj Kumar 
Shaw’s case, AIR 1953 Cal 235. From what 
has been stated above, it appears that tiie 
view taken in AIR 1953 Ci 235 must give 
way to the decision of the Division Bench 
of the Calcutta High Court in the case of 
AIR 1960 Cal 391. So far as the Assam 
High Court is concerned, the case AIR 
1956 Assam 85 purported to follow the 
decision of the Calcutta High Court in 
Raj Kumar Shaw’s case, AIR 1953 Cal 
235. Therefore, the view expressed by 
the Division Bench in Niranjan Agarwal- 
la’s case, AIR 1960 Cal 391 should be fol- 
lowed in the instant case. It must, ac- 
cordingly, be held that the coxirt at Begu- 
sarai tr^g the suit has no jurisdiction to 
try it. The plaint must, therefore, be re- 
tiuned to the plaintiff for presentation to 
the proper Court. The civil rewsion is, 
ther^ore, allowed, but there \vill be no 
order for costs. 

Revision allowed. 
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S. C. mSRA c. J., AND 
KANHAIYAJI. J. 

Surya Vijoy Singh and another. Peti- 
tioners V. TTie State of Bihar and others. 
Respondents. 

C. W. J. C. Nos. 206. 238 and 532 of 
1968. D/- 7-4-1969. 

Bihar Town Planning and Impro^'o- 
ment Tru-st Act (33 of 1951), S, 32 — - 
Power of State Government to set asido 
order or resolution passed by trust — < 
Exercise of. 

Though S. 32 under which the State 
Government has power to sot aside any 
order or resolution passed by the trust 
does not expressly sn 5 ' that notice must 
be given to the parly who is to be affect- 
ed prejudicially bv tlie order of the Gov- 
emraont. it Is .well establislied n.*; a mat- 
ter of law th.at in such a case n notice £s 
nocc-ssar'j' to be gi ven by the autlxority to 

LM/CK/F551/69/VP3/P. 
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a person who is prejudicaHy affected by 
the order which is to he xiltiinately made. 
As a matter of necessary legal Implica- 
tion. the Government is ^imd to act in 
accordance with natural justice before 
exercising the statutory powers conferred 
by S. 32. The absence of a notice before 
passing such an order violates the prind- 
ple of natural justice and makes the order 
ultra vires. AIR 1964 Pat 41, ReL on. 

(Psx& 9) 

Cases Referred r Chronological Paras 
(1964) AIR 1964 Pat 41 fV 51)=' 

1964 BUR 606. Ram Kripalu 
Misra v. University of Bihar 9 

(1963) 2 All ER 66 = 1964 AC 40. 

Ridge V. Baldwin 9 

(I960) AIR 1960 Pat 333 (V 47)“ 

1960 BUR 282. Abdul Majid v. 

State Transport Appellate 
Authority 10 

Messrs. Ranen Roy, Mahendra Prasad 
Pandey and Pralay Kumar Sinha, for 
petitioners; Messrs. Basudeva Prasad, 
Karendra Prasad, and Ravinandan Sahay. 
Yadunath Saran Singh and K. P. Verma, 
for Respondents fin CWJC No. 206/68): 
Messrs. Basudeva Prasad, Narendra 
aad and Ravinandan Sahay. for Peti- 
tioner; Messrs. B. C Ghosh, S. K. Chatto- 
padhaya. Yadunath Saran Singh and K. P. 
Verma, for Respondents (in C.WJ'.C. 
Nos. 238 and 638/68). 

KANHAITAJI. Ju— All the three cases 
have been heard together, but I shall 
take up CWJ.a No. 206 of 1968 first In 
this case, petitioner Shri S. V. Singh was 
appointed as a technical astistant of the 
Patna Improvement Trust her^nafter 
referred to as 'the Trust', In the year 1955. 
He was promoted to the rank of the As- 
dstant iVust En^eer on the 22nd Feb- 
ruary. 1956. Respondent No. 5, Shri 
R. K. Akbatuy. was appointed Asastant 
Engineer in the Trust on the 22nd July. 
1955. The seniority of the Assistant 
En^eers was detennined by resolution 
Nos. 4 and 5 of 1957. Shri R. , K. Akha- 
ury was No. 4, whereas Shri S. V. Singh 
was placed as No. 7. A permanent port 
of Executive Engineer fell vacant with 
effect from the 1st April. 1958. against 
the vacancy caused by the retignation of 
Shri J. P. Das. Executive En^eer. Id 
1966, two permanent posts of Executive 
Engineers -came to be filled up— one 
against the vacancy caused by the resg- 
nation of Shri J, P. Das. as said earlier, 
pprt the otoer with effect from the 10th 
January, 1966, as a result of the resgna- 
tion of Shri S. R Munipali, Executive 
En^neer, 

2. In the year 1961, two divisions 
were created by the Trust Resolution 
No. 210/61. and the Government sanction- 
ed the creation of these two divisions by 
thrir Memo No. 6501 dated the 9th 
August. 1962. These two posts were 
filled up to Shri R. K. Akhaury and Shri 
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S. V. Singh, who were temporarily ap- 
pointed as Executive Engineers for a 
period of six months under the second 
proviso to Section 28 (c) of the Bihar 
Town Planning and Improvement Trust 
Act, 1951. hereinafter referred to as ‘the 
Act’. The Public Service Comnusaon 
was. in the meantime, accordingly moved 
^rpugh the Government for concurrence 
in their appointment as Executive Engi- 
neers. The concurrence of the Public 
Service Commission was received in the 
month of March. 1963. The Public Ser- 
vice Commission observed that concur- 
rence in their appointment was without 
prejudice to the Mnim of Shri Ranjit 
Sinha. The Trust by Its Resolution No. 
198/64 dated the 27th September. 1964. 
regularised the appointment of these two 
officers: 

"Resolved unanimously that the ap- 
pointment of Shri R. K. Akhauri and 
Shri S. V. Singh as Executive Engineers 
with effect from the 1st October, 3961, be 
approved in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the Public Service Commis- 
sion. Bihar.” 

3. Meanwhile, Shri R. K. Akhauri 
sought employment tmder the-Magadh 
University and he was relieved from the 
services of the ’Trust to join his new 
astignment on the 6th October, 1963. He 
was granted lien on his substantive post 
of the Assistant Trust Engineer. 

4. Petitioner Shri S, V. Singh moved 
the Trust by letter dated the 17th March, 
1966. for his substantive appointment as 
Executive Engineer with effect from the 
Ist October, 1961. Sarvashri R. K. 
Akhauri and Ranjit Sinha Bt'an made re- 
presentations to the Trust for thrir 
appointment to the permanent posts of 
Executive Engineers caused by the retig- 
nations of Shri J. P. Das and Shri S. R- 
Munipali. Executive Engineers. *016 
Trust by its Resolution No. 4-Spl. 66 con- 
sidered the representations of the three 
officers and passed the following resolu- 
tion: 

"Resolved unanimously that Shri S. V. 
Singh be appointed on probation with 
effect from 1-10-61 against the perma- 
nent post of Executive Engineer caused 
by the resignation of Shri J. p. Das and 
further that he be confirmed on the said 
post with effect from the 1st Ortober, 
1963. 

The question regarding filling up the 
vacancy of the permanent post of Execu- 
tive Engineer caused ^ the resignation 
of Shri S. R. Munipali be taken up for 
consideration when both (Shri , R R 
Akhauri and Shri R Sinha) or either oi 
them returns back to the Trust.” 

5. On the date the resolution was 
passed, the petitioner was the only Bce- 
cutive Engineer holding a temporary 
appointment in the Trust as Shri R. Sinha 
had gone out of India and Shri R K. 
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Akhami was in the employment of the 
Magadh University. Shri K. K Akhauri, 
who was serving \mder the.Magadh Uni- 
versity holding a lien in the Tnist, came 
back to the Trust and joined his service 
on the 28th February, 1967. Shri R. K. 
Akhauri filed a representation before the 
Government under Section 32 of the Act 
for the cancellation of the resolution of 
the Trust being No. 4-Spl. 66 appointing 
and confirming the petitioner in the per- 
manent post of Executive Engineer. The 
Govermnent treated the representation as 
an appeal and cancelled Resolution No. 4- 
SpL 66, appointing and confirming the 
petitioner in the permanent post of Exe- 
cutive Engineer, under Section 32 of the 
Act. According to the order passed by 
the Government, the resolution of the 
Trust was in excess of the powers con- 
feired by law. 

6. The petitioner has obtained a rule 
from this. Court calling upon the respon- 
dents to show cause as to why the order 
of the . Government dated the 16th Janu- 
ary, 1968, should not be quashed by the 
ffigh Court by a writ in the nature of 
certiorari under Article 226 of the Con- 
stitution. 

7. Cause has been shown by the 
Advocate-General and other coimsel on 
behalf of the. respondents to whom the 
notices of the rule were ordered to be 
given. 

8. On behalf of the petitioner, learned 
counsel put forward the argument that 
the order passed by the Government 
under Section 32 of the Act was xmcon- 
stitutional as there was _ violation of the 
principle of natural justice. Section 32 
of the Act reads as follows: 

"Ihe State Government may set aside 
any resolution of the Trust or any ordM 
of the Chairman or of the Trust, if m 
the opinion of the State Government the 
resolution or order is in excess of the 
power conferred by law.” 

9. On behalf of the petitioner, great 
stress was laid on the fact that no notice 
was given to the petitioner either by the 
Trust or by the Government before the 
order was passed setting aside the resolu- 
tion passed by the Trust. This position 
is admitted on behalf of the respondents 
and, in the affidarit filed on behalf of the 
State, it is conceded that no notice was 
given to the petitioner before the impugn- 
ed order was made. It is true that Sec- 
tion 32 of the Act does not c.xprcssly say 
that notice must be given to the party 
who is to be affected prejudicially by the 
order of tlie Government, but it is \yell- 
established as a matter of law that in a 
cofo of this description, a novice is neces- 
sary to be given by the authoritv to a 
person who is proiudiciallv nflccted 

the order whidi is to bo ultimately mads. 
As a matter of necessary legal imrben- 
tion, tlie Government Is bound to act in 


accordance with natural justice before 
^ercising the statutory powers conferred 
by Section 32 of the Act The principle 
IS enunciated in Ridge v. Baldwin (1963) 
2 All ER 66. A Divirion Bendi of this 
Court in Ram Kripalu Mishra v. Univer- 
sity of Bihar, AIR 1964 Pat 41, after 
conridering a series of derisions of tte 
English Courts on the point held that In 
a case of this description a notice was 
necessary. The absence of a notice be- 
fore passing an order which prejudicially 
affected a party to the proceeding violates 
the principle of natural justice and makes 
the order tiltra vires. 

10, kir. Basudeva Prasad, learned 
counsel appearing for respondent No. 5, 
on the other hand, raised the contention 
that the Government was competent to 
pass the order under Section 32 of the 
Act. He pointed out on the basis of the 
counter-affidavit filed on behalf of res- 
pondent No. 5 that the orfer passed by 
the Trust was illegal and prejudicial to 
the seniority of respondent No. 5. He 
urged that by virtue of the resolution the 
petitioner has obtained seniority over 
respondent No. 5 without consideration of 
the material fact that the seniority of 
respondent No. 5 had already been deter- 
mined by the Trust It was further argu- 
ed that the writ of certiorari is not a 
writ of course. It is a discretionary 
remedy. The very obiect of this writ is 
to foster justice and right a wrong. Be- 
fore a person can be entitled to invoke 
the prerogative power of the Court under 
Article 226 of the Constitution, it must 
be shown that the order to be set aside 
must have occasioned injustice to the 
party. In support of his contention, 
learned counsel relied on a derision of 
this Court in Abdul Majid v. Slate Trans- 
port Appellate Authority', AIR 1960 Pat 
333 at p. 338. In this case, this Court 
held: 

"The ve^ object of this writ is to 
foster justice and right a v-rong arising 
from the subordinate tribunals or bodies 
or officers acting wholly without jurisdic- 
tion or in excess or denial of it. or in 
riolation of the principles of natural 
justice, and, therefore, where such wrong 
occurs, the Court intervenes and i'^es 
such prerogative writs, orders or direc- 
tions. where the subordinate tribunals or 
bodies or officers act wholly without 
jurisdiction or in excess of it, or in viola- 
tion of the principles of nahiral justice, 
or . refuses to exercise a Jurfediction vest- 
ed in them, or there is an error nomre-nt 
on the face of the record .and such act or 
omis.rion or error, or excess, has resulted 
in manifest injustice." 

In that case, the impugned order did not 
work injastice to anv party, rather it 
cured manifest illegality, .and, therefore, 
the extraordinary jurisdiction of the 
Court was refused to bo invoked. In my 
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ortoion. the facts of that case are dearly 
distinguishable and not applicable to the 
facts of the present case. 

IL Appljnng the principle of natural 
Justice to the present case, it is manifest 
that the order of the Government dated 
the 16th January. 1968, which is Anne* 
sure ‘7’ to the writ application, is ultra 
vires and it must be ariashed ty a writ 
In the nature of certiorari under Art. 226 
of the Constitution, AccordinBly. the 
application is allowed, but there will be 
no order as to cost. 

aW-T.C. Ko. 238 of 1968. 

12. In this writ application, the petl> 
tioner. Shri Ranjit Sinha. has prayed for 
a dedaration that the resolution passed 
by the Itust dated the 27th May. 1966, 
Annexure 6 of this petition, should be 
held illegal, ultra vii^ and of no effect 
and the Government order dated the 16th 
Janxiaiy, 1968, setting aside the above 
resolution be held as a valid order, und 
for the issue of a writ in the nature of 
mandamus restraining opposite party 
Nos. 1 and 2 giving effect to the impugn- 
ed dedsions and to tnake the appointment 
of the petitioner as Executive Engineer 
of the Trust from the 1st April. 196^ 

13. Most of the material facts have 
already been given in CWJ.C. No. 206 
of 1968. The additional facts, whldi will 
be necessary for the decision of this ajv 
plication, are that the petitioner was 
appointed by the Trust in the design and 
p lanning section as Astistant Engineer 
on the 17th February, 1963, and he was 
third in the tank of the Assistant Engi- 
neers of the Trust Ihe seniority of the 
Assistant Engineers was fixed by the Trust 
by its resolution Nos. 4 and 5 of 1937. 
By virtue of these resolutions, the por- 
tion of Shri Raniit Sinha was fixed as 
the third, whereas that of Shri R. K. 
Akhaim was the foimth and of Shri S. V. 
Singh was the seventh (vide Annexure 
'A' of tiie coimter-afBdavit In C.WJ.C. 
No. 206 of 1968). In 1957. the topmost 
two Assistant Engineers were promoted 
as Executive Engineers, and one Shri 
J. P. Das had bera direcUy appointed as 
one of the Executive Engineers of the 
Triist In March, 1953. Shri J. P. Das 
resigned and consequent upon lus tesg- 
nation a post of Executive Engineer fell 
vacant on toe Ist of April, 1958, - 

14. The Tnist, opposite party No. 1, 
dedded to fill up the vacancy caused by 
the resdgnation of Shri J._ P. Das, and a 
resolution in this connection was passed 
on toe 30th Aprto 1958. as follows: 

"Resolved unanimously that toe recom- 
mendation of toe Chief Engineer to pro- 
mote Shri Ranjit Sinha, the Sezfior-most 
Asdstant Trust Engineer to this post be 
accepted as'requlr^ under Rule 23 of 
toe Bihar Improvement Trust’s Officers 
ami Servants (Appointment, Classifica- 
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tion. Conduct. Control and Punishment) 
Rules, 1956. His name be forwarded to 
the I^blic Service Comntission throxigh 
the State Government together with all 
the particulars for concurrence to the 
proposed promotion. 

Revived further unanimously that as 
Shri Sinha has already been placed in 
charge of the Division with effect from 
1st April. 19S8 afternoon and is discharg- 
ing his duties as sucto, be may be given 
a Epedal duty allowance of Rs. lOO.OO 
per month and car allowance of Rs. 100.00 
per month with effect from the date till 
the question of his promotion to the post 
of Executive Engineer is finally dedded 
and in case he is ultimately promoted to 
the post of the Executive En^neer. then 
he be given toe pay and allowance of this 
post with effect from toe date of his 
actual holding charge of the Divirion, Leni 
the 1st April, 1958 (afternoon).” 

15. It is matpriai at this Stage to quote 
Rule 23 of toe Bihar hnprovement Trust’s 
Officers and Servants (Appointment, Clas- 
sification. Conduct. Control and Punish- 
ment) Rules. 1956, hereinafter referred to 
as *the Ruleri; 

"When appointment to any of the posts 
refer^ to in Os. (b) and (c) of Sec. 28 
is to be made by nomination the following 
procure shall be followed: 

(i) The Chairman of the Trust shall 
forward to the (^ormoission through the 
State Government the names of the catt- 
didates nominated for appointment by the 
Trust and along with the proposal for 
notoinatioD the following information shall 
also be sent to the Commissicin ty the 
Chairman of the Trust: — 

(a) Academic and other qualifications 
and age of toe candidate or candidates; 

(b) Service Books of toe candidate; 

(c) Character Roll of the candidate or 
candidates; and 

• (d) A copy of toe resolution of the Trust 
nominating such candidate or candidates 
lor spvcaclmazfc 

(ii) The Comntisrion RbalT after proper 
examination of the service records and 
other qualifications of the candidates either 
concur in the proposal of toe Chairman 
or express its inability to do so for toe 
epecffic reasons to be stoted by. It. 

(iii) In DO circumstances the candidate 
in whose appointment toe Commisrion tma 
not concurred shall be appointed by toe 
Trust” 

16. to pursuance of toe aforesaid re- 
solution. the Chairman of the Trirst op- 
posite Party No. 2, sent his recommenda- 
tion to the Public Service Conmusrion 
(hereinafter to be referred to as the Com- 
mts s ion) for concurrence, but the Commis- 
sion disagreed to concur to the promotion 
of the petitioner, which will appear from 
Annexure ‘1’. On receipt of toe aforesaid 
letter of the Commission, the Chrinuan 
of toe Trirst called for a fresh report f rom 



1970 


Suiya 'Vlioy v. . State (Kanlwail J.J [Prg. 16-22] Pat 217 


the Chief SJagmeer about the petitioner’s 
record of service, and the matter was again 
referred to the Commission seeking them 
to reconsider the case of the petitioner 
for concurrence. This time, the Commis- 
sion desired that in order to enable them 
to recoiasider the matter, a fresh resolu- 
tion of the Trust was essential In the 
circumstances, the matter was placed 
before the Board of the Trust fherdhafter 
referred to as The Board’) again with a 
proposal that the Board may pass a suit- 
able resolution. On the 11th February, 
1963, the Board passed a resolution re- 
iterating their previous decision taken in 
their previous resolution referring the 
case of the petitioner to the Commisaon 
for consideration and concurrence. On the 
13th March, 1964, the Commisaon sent 
the recommendation to the Trust con- 
curring in the promotion of the petitioner 
to the post of Executive Engineer with 
effect from the 1st January, 1962 (vide 
Annexure '3’). The Trust on the afore- 
said recommendation by its resolution No. 
224/64 dated the 31st October, 1964, ap- 
proved the appointment of the petitioner 
as Executive Engineer with effect from 
the 1st January, 1962 (vide Annexmre 
’2-1’). The petitioner made a representa- 
tion to the Chairman of the Trust request- 
ing that his appointment should be made 
effective from the 1st April,- 1958, in ac- 
cordance with the decision of the Board 
on the 30th April, 1958. The representa- 
tion of the petitioner is contained in An- 
nexiure *5.’ 

17. 'The petitioner, while functioning as 
Executive Engineer of the Trust, secured 
leave for advanced training abroad, and 
on the 16th July. 1966, he went out of 
India. In the meantime, on the 27th May, 
1966, the impugned resolution was passed 
appointing Shri S. V. Singh, petitioner of 
C. W. J. C. No. 206 of 1968 and oppoate 
Party No. 3 of this petition, on probation 
with effect from the 1st October, 1961 
against the permanent post of Executwe 
iSiginner caused by the resignation of Shri 
J P. Das and further confirming him on 
the said post with effect from the 1st 
October, 1963. 


18. The petitioner filed a vodt applica- 
tion (C. W. J. C. No. 563 of 1967) for 
quashing the order of the Board and for 
mandamus for his appointment m Execu- 
tive Engineer in the Trust with effect from 
the 1st April, 1958; but before the final 
hearing of the above mentioned case the 
petitioner came to Imow that the resolu- 
tion (Annexure 6) had been set asioe by 
the Government of Bihar. In vievr of the 
above mentioned Government order and 
the assurance given on behalf of Jie Trust 
that the petitioner’s representation wouW 
be dlsposc-d of within three 
said petition was withdrawn on Jie -.0th 
March. 1968. 


_ 19* TTiereaffer, opposite party No. 3, 
S. V. Singh filed a writ petition 
(p- W. _J. C. No. 206 of 1968) challenging 
the validity of the above mentioned Gov- 
ernment order which was admitted by this 
Court on the 27th March, 1968. B:ence, 
the petitioner filed the present writ peti- 
tion. 


20. The contention on behalf of the 
petitioner is that the appointment of op- 
posite party No. 3. Shri S. V. Singh, as 
Executive Engineer with effect from the 
1st October, 1961, was illegal The 
grounds given on behalf of the petitioner 
in support of the contention are that the 
appointment was not in pursuance of the 
recommendation of the Commission con- 
veyed in the letter to the Government 
dated the 25th March, 1963 (vide Annexure 
•8’). In this letter, the Commission had 
observed that two ofiScers in order of seni- 
ority were considered as suitable for pro- 
motion to the two temporary posts of Ex- 
ecutive Engineers in the Trust and they 
were (1) Shri R. K. Akhauri and (2) Shri 
S. V. Singh. Tlie above recommendation 
was without prejudice to the daim of 
Shri Eanjit Sinha. Further, the appoint- 
ment had been made in dear violation of 
R. 23 of the Rules. 


21. In the counter-affidavit filed on 
behalf of the Trust and its Chairman, It 
is stated that the Trust could not have 
made the appointment of the petitioner in 
spite of its own resolution in 1958 or at 
any time between 1958 and 1st January, 
1962 as the Commission had refused to 
concur in the appointment of the peti- 
tioner prior to the 1st January, 1962. and 
the petitioner had taken leave without a 
lien on the substantive post of Assistant 
Engineer. In the counter-affidavit filed on 
behalf of opposite party No. 3. the stand 
taken by the 'Trust and its Chairman was 
supported. There are several other sup- 
plemental affidavits filed on behalf of the 
parties in respect of their respective 
daims and counter-daims. 

22. 'The contention of Mr. Basudeva 
Prasad, appearing for the petitioner, is that 
the Trust by its resolution No. 4-SPL/GG 
dated the 27th May, 1966, by which Shri 
S. V. Singh was appointed on probation 
with effect from tlie 1st October, 19CI 
against the permanent post of Executive 
Engineer caused by the resignation of Sri 
J. P. Das and furtlier confirming him on 
the said post with effect from the Ist 
October. 1963, has prejudiced the case of 
the petitioner by making him junior to 
Shri S. V. Singh. Ho has submitted that 
the petitioner had nlrcadj’ been appointed 
^ecutive Engineer in the vneanr/ cau.sed 
by the resignation of S.hri J. P, Das and 
he had a lien on the post while going out 
of India. Mr, B. C. Ghosh, le.amed Coun- 
sel appe.aring for opposite part>’ No, 3. Siirf 
S. V. Singh, co.nlcnded that a.s both Shri 
Ranjit Smh.a and Shri R. K. Akluauri were 
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On leave ■without lien when the Trust 
passed the impusned resolution, the Trust 
act^ bona fide and within its ambit 
23. Resolution No. 79/59 passed by the 
Board ordered that the petitioner be allow- 
ed to hold diarge of the Diviaon with 
effect from the 1st April, 1958, for whicdx 
he was given a spedal duty allowance and 
car aUowance till the question of his pro- 
motion was finally decided. The ease of 
the petitioner was dialy recommended to 
the ^mmission for concurrence as requir- 
ed under Rule 23 fu) of the Buies. Though 
the Commission in the first instance re- 
fused to give concurrence, but subsequent- 
ly on receipt of the letter from the Chair- 
man, the matter was considered afresh 
and concurrence was given by the Com- 
mission for the appointment of the peti- 
tioner with effect from the 1st January, 
19BZ From the papers on the record, it 
appears that both Shri Ranfit Sir^a and 
B. K. Akhauri had lien on their posts when 
they proceeded on leave and on deputa- 
tion respectively. In this situation, resolu- 
tion No. 4-SPl</66 passed by the Board on 
the 27th May, 1966, appointing Shri Singh 
on probation from the 1st October. 1961, 
against the permanent post of E^cutive 
Engineer caused by the re^gnation of Sl:^ 
J. P. Das and confirming him on the said 
post with effect from the Ist October, 
1963, is contrary to the provisions of the 
Act and the Rules. This resolution will 
surely affect the senior!^ ol the petitioner 
and Shri R. K. Akhauri In my opinion, 
the effect of the resolutioa would be to 
give seniority to Shri S. V. Singh over 
the petitioner and Shri R. K. Akhauri. It 
is noted in the resolution that the que^* 
tion of filling up the vacancy to the per- 
manent post ol Executive Engineer caus- 
ed by the resignation of Shri S. R. Muni- 
pali would be taken up for consideration 
when both Shri R. K. Akhauri and R. 
Sinha or either of them returns back to 
the Trust. This dearly contemplates that 
on the appointment of the petitioner and 
Shri R. ^ Akhauri when made, they would 
rank junior to Shri S. V- Singh. 

24. Learned counsel appearing for the 
respondents has submitted that as a matter 
of fact there are two more vacancies in the 
permanent post of Executive Enifineers in 
the Trust, and the Trust would very -like- 
ly appoint the petitioner and Shri R. K. 
Akhauri to those very posts and thereafter 
the seniority of the officers will be deter- 
mined by toe Truk inter se. If this be 
toe position. I feel no heatation in qiiash- 
ing toe resolution No. 4-SPLi/66 datkl the 
27th May. 1966, contdned in Annexure 
’6’. with A direction to the Trust to con- 
rider the representations made by the 
petitioner and Shri R. K. Akhauri vis-a- 
vis Shri S. V. Singh, and after appointing 
them to the remaining posts of Executive 
Engineers, settle their senriority at an early 
date. The -Trtist ■will also consider the 
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claim of the petitioner as to whether the 
petitioner will take appointment from the 
1st April, 1958. or from the 1st January, 
1962, as concurr^ by the Commission. 

2$. As a result, the application Is 
allowed subject to the observations made 
above; but, in the circumstances of the 
case, there will be no order for cost. 

C. W. J. C No. 532 of 1968. 

26. In this writ application, the peff- 
tioner. Shri Banjit Sinha, has prayed for 
quashing resolution No. 4-SHit/66 of the 
Trust and for a direction to appoint the 
petitioner as Executive Engineer with 
effect from the 1st April, 1958, on the 
ground that the impugned resolution for 
appointment of opposite party No. 3. Shri 
S. V. Singh, as ^ecutive Engineer Is ultra 
vires of the Bihar Improvement Trust’s 
Officers and Servants (Appointment, Clas- 
sificaP'on. Conduct, Cbnfrof and Punish- 
ment) Rules, 1956, hereinafter referred to 
as ‘the Rules.’ 

27. Tlus application Is also rimilar to 
the writ application numbered as C. W. 
J. C. No. 238 of 1968. This application has 
been filed by the petitioner in view of the 
fart that the Patna Improvement Trust 
(opposite party No. 1) has not carried out 
the direction given by this Court on the 
20to March. 1968. in C.'WJ.a Na 563 
of 1967. 

28. The facts stated and the conten- 
tions raised by the priltioner in this writ 
application are rimilar to those given in 
C. W. J. C No. 238 of 1968. When C. W. 
J. C. No. 563 of 1967 came up for hearing 
it appeared from the affidavit filed by Shri 
Shatnajib Jha on behalf of the Trust that 
the representation of the petitioner was 
st^ pending and no final decision had been 
t^Cn by toe Trust on the same. In view 
of toe observation made by the Hon'ble 
>^dges who heard the case to the effect 
that "we trust that toe Patna Improve- 
ro^t Trust will dispose of the represen- 
tation (Annexure E) within three months 
from today”, the writ application was 
withdrawn. 

28-A. A counter-affidavit on behalf of the 
T*^t has been filed in this case In which 
It has been explained that toe dikxjsal of 
the representation of the petitioner could 
“o* be done by the Trust, because the 
matter became pending before this Court 
C-WJ-C. No. 206 of 1968 and aWJ.C. 
Na 238 of 1988. 

29. In view of the fact that resolutioa 
No. 4 -SPL 1/66 dated toe 27th May. 1966, 

been quashed with a direction to the 
Trust to consider the representation made 
09 the petitioner and Shri B. K. Akhauri 
v^a-vis Shri S. V. Singh, this writ aj>* 
pupation has become inhmetuous. In the 
said case, a direction has also been ^ven 
to the Trust to conrider toe claim of the 
P^tioner as to whether the petitioner 
wiU take appointment from the 1st April. 
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1958, or from the 1st January, 1962, as 
concurred by the Commission- 

30. For the re^ons given above, it is 
not necessary to issue any writ or give 
further direction in this case. The writ 
application stands disposed of in terms of 
the order made in C. W. J. C. No. 238 of 
1968. There will be no order for cost. 

31- IVUSHA, C. J. : — I agree. 

Order accordingly. 
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A. B. N. SINHA AND B. D. SINGH, JJ. 

Mima Kuar and others, Appellants v. 
Lala Prasad Singh and others, Respon- 
dents. 

A F. O. D. No. 430 of 1959, D/- 21-5- 
1969. from decision of AddL Sub. J., 
Begusarai, D/-12-8-1959. 

(A) Civil P.C. 11908), S. 11— Res judi- 
cata between cordefendants — Dismissal of 
appeal on preliminary point — Effect — 
Decision of trial Court on merits stands 
affirmed — Principles of res judicata ap- 
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K. K. Sinha, Ram Kandan Singh and 
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Bishwanath Agan*,'aJ, Devendra Pra.*!,ad 
Sharma, Bachoo Prasad Singh and Ram 
Anugrah Prasad Singli, for Respondents. 

B. D. SIKGTl, J. : — TWs appeal vras 
preferred by Bacha Singh and others w'no 
were some of the members of the deftn- 
dants first partv in the trial Court, After 
the appeal was filed. Badia Singh app--?!- 
lant No. 1 died and in his place Mo-so.'r.at 
l.funa Kuer was si:bstiU!tc-d .as hir, leg.il 
heir. Title Suit No, 44.'18 of which 

has given .rise to thp appeal, wn.-; mstitut- 
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ed by Lala Prasad Singh and his minor 
son Lachmi Narain Singh Impleading aa 
many as 17 defendants. Defendant Nos. fl 
to 12 were made defendants first party and 
Chandradeo Singh, Satnarain Singh son 
of Sitaram Singh, RambharosL Singh son 
of Chandradeo Singh and Sheo Shankar 
Singh, son of Badri Narain Singh, defen- 
dants 13, 13 fa), 13 fb) and 14 respective- 
ly, were made defendants second party; 
whereas Choudhary Rai Rajeshwar Prasad 
Singh, Dr. Rameshwar Prasad and Umesh- 
war Prasad Singh, both sons ol Choudhary 
Raj Rajeshwar Prasad Singh were array- 
ed as defendants 15, 16 and 17 respective- 
ly, constitutiDg defendants third party. 

The suit was for declaration that the 
plaintiffs have got eight annas share in 
the lands comprised in plot Nos. 8d4 
(portion), 895, 896, 897. 898. 920 and 930. 
fully described under Schedule A of the 
^aint, and for recovery of possesrion to 
the extent of their shara from the defen- 
dants party. The plaintiffs also 

dalmed mesne profits with respect to the 
land from the year. 1357 fasU. corres- 
ponding to 1950, till the recovery of the 
possession of land and they further claim- 
ed Rs. 2,778 from the defendants first 
party, being the propordonate amount of 
eale proceeds, which was deposited in the 
Court during the pendency of case under 
Section 145 oi the Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure. which was withdrawn by defen- 
dants first party. 

It may be noted that the plaintiffs* 
c^sharer for the other eight annas share 
in the aforesaid plots Is Choudhary Bal 
Rajeshwar Prasad Singh, defendant No. 15, 
b^g brother ol Lala Prasad Singh, plain- 
tiff No. 1 (both being sons of Choudhary. 
Sant Saran Prasad Singh, deceased). 
Therefore, Choudhary Raj Rajeshwar 
along with his sons filed another suit being 
Title suit No. 46/12 of 1952/58 for a suni- 
lar dedaxation with respect to their eight 
nr)Tia«» share in the aforesaid plots and they 
gt«:n rlaim sd mesne profits and claimed 
half of the sale proce^ deporited In the 
Court during the pendency ol the proceed- 
ing under Section 145 of the Code of Cri- 
minal Procedure, which was withdrawn 
• by defendants fi^ party. The plaintiffs 
of title Suit No. 44 were made defendants 
second party in Title Suit No. 46. Defen- 
dants party were common In both 
the suits, against whom the main reliefs 
.were sought. Chandradewa Singh and 
others defendants second party in suit No. 
44 were settlees at one time, of the dis- 
puted land. 'Hence, they were made par- 
ties in the siiits, but no rdief was claimed 
agrinst them- Both suits were made ana- 
logous and were tried together. The claim 
of the In both the suits was 

that the lands comprised under plot Nos, 
894 to 898 were Zirat and Khudkasht lands 
and have been coming In possesrion of the 
ancestors ol the plaintiffs and their co- 
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sharers, for more than 12 years continu- 
ously before the passing of the Bihar Ten- 
ancy Act, 1885; in other words, since the 
time of permanent settlement. Their 
further case was that their lands were 
wrongly recorded as bakasht in the re- 
cord of rights. Their case, as regards plot 
Nos. 920 and 930 was that those lands 
were given in maintenance to Mossomat 
Domno Kmnari, Parekhno Kumar and 
Bhonda Singh, who were the relatives of 
the plaintiffs. After their death, the plain- 
tiffs and their co-sharers got those lands. 
On Civil Court partition, the lands xmder 
those two plots also were allotted to the 
share of the plaintiffs No. 1 of both suits. 
Therefore, the plaintiffs asserted that the 
lands tmder those two plots also were the 
orat lands. 

2. On the other hand, the case of the 
defendants first party in both the suit^ 
in brief was that the lands covered under 
all the aforesaid plots were rightly record- 
ed as bakasht in the record of rights, and 
they alleged In their written statement 
that they were raiyatl lands before the 
last survey operation, and before the pas- 
sing of the Bihar Tenancy Act but the 
landlords somehow or other came in pos- 
session of those raiyaff lands, and got 
them recorded as bakasht' 

3. On the pleadings of the-confestUng 
parties in both the suits various common 
Issues were framed. Of them, oh^ the 
following need be mentioDed:— 

1. Are the suits barred by limitation 

and multifariousness of caxzse of ac- 
tion? 

2. Whether the smt lands are proprie- 

tors’ private lands of the plaintiffs 
or whether the lands in sifits are 
balcasbt lands? 

3. Whether the defendants first party 

have right of occupancy in the lands 
In suits? 

4. Whether the settlements In the name 

oJ Shirs Siaaker Sia^ ellss Psha 
Singh and Sita Ram Singh with 
. respect to the lands in suits were in 
favour ol defendants first party? 

5. Whether the plaintiffs are entitled to 

get a decree for declaration of title 
and recovery of possession and 
mesne profits as prayed for? 

4. The parties adduced oral and docu- 
mentary evidence in support of their res- 
pective cases. After considering the evi- 
dence on the record, the trial Court held 
that (a) the lands under plot Nos. 895 to 
897 are proprietors’ private land and the 
survey entries showing these lands as 
bakasht are incorrect; (b) defendants first 
party have not acquir^ occupancy right 
in three plots, namely, plots 895, 896 and 
897; (c) plaintiffs have title over lands In 
plot Nos. 895, 896, 897 and 894; (d) plain- 
tiffs are entitled to mesne profits; (e) 
plaintiffs* suits are cot barred by Ilntita- 
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Kon ffj the case of oral settlement of 
defendants first party is false; fe) lands 
Tinder plot Nos. 894, 898, 920 and 930 are 
not proprietors’ private lands, but they are 
ba^sht lands; (h) defendants first party 
being settled raiyats of the village have 
acquired occupancy right over the lands 
Tmder plot Nos. 920 and 930, but they have 
not acquired any title in respect of lands 
in plot No. 894; (i) defendants first party 
are using portion of the suit land in plot 
No. 898, as their Bari and they were In- 
ducted by plaintiffs on the lands in plot 
No. 898; Ci) Dahu and Sitaram were not 
real settlement holders but were bena- 
midars of defendants first party with res- 
pect to the suit land (k) defendants first 
party are coming in possession of the dis- 
puted land since 1935; (1) plaintiffs of 
either suit were not in possession of lands 
under dispute; (m) plaintiffs have failed to 
prove the possession of Dahu and Sitaram 
from 1935 to 1942 and thereafter plain- 
tiffs own possession; and (n) plaintiffs are 
not in possession after the expiry of 
kabuliat in 1942. 

5. Thus both the suits were decreed 
in part as mentioned above against the 
defendants first party. Being aggrieved, 
the defendants &st party filed two se- 
parate appeals against the judgment and 
decree of the Coirrt below, one being the 
present one, namely. First Appeal 430 of 
1959 which, was placed before us for dis- 
posal, and the other being .first Appeal 
No. 431 of 1959 which was placed before 
another Bench of this Court presided over 
by Mahapatra and S. N. P. Singh, JJ. 
which was disposed of on 11-5-1966 as per 
terms of compromise entered between 
defendants first party and Cfaoudhari Raj 
Eajeshwar Prasad and others, plaintiffs of 
Tille Suit No. 46. Therefore, at the initial 
stage of tile hearing, we gave suffident oi> 
portunities to the contesting parties of this 
appeal also to come to some settlement. 
But learned counsel for the parties could 
not succeed in persuading them to patch 
up their differences. Learned coimsel for 
the appellants submitted that Lala Prasad 
Singh and another, plaintiffs-respondents 
first party, had also filed cross objection 
against the findings of the Court below 
which were against them, and the same 
was dismissed on 20-3-68, due to their 
default Therefore, now the dispute b(^ 
tween the parties centres round only vath 
regard to the land comprised in the four 
plots. namel5% 894 to 896 & 897 appertein- 
Ing to taun No. 656, situated in Badh 
Dudliela in viUnge Hajipur Kusmaut ^s- 
trict Muzaffarpur. The total area of lanas 
under all these -plots comes to 54 bighas 
10 kathas and 1 dhur. Since plaintiffs- 
respondents have only eight anns-s share, 
we are concerned wi& the dispute in this 
appeal only with regard to lands measur- 
ing 27 bighas and odd. 
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6. learned counsel for the appellants 
ass^ed the findings of the Court beloyj, 
Wtach were against them, and raised the 
foUowmg points for consideration by thic 
CoTurt — 

(i) The suit is barred by limitation pro- 
vided under the Bihar Tenanev Act 
as well as imder the Limitation 
Act. 

(ii) The lands comprised under the three 
plots, namely, 895, 896 and 897 

■ were the raiyati lands of the defen- 
dants first party. 

(iii) The plaintiffs have failed to esta- 
blish that the lands comprised in 
the aforesaid three plots were their 
zLrat lands or proprietors’ private 
land, 

(iv) Even if it was their arat land the 
defendants first party have acquir- 
ed occupancy right or at least they 
have become non-occupancy raiyats 
after the epqDiiy of the lease. 

£v) Even if it is held that those lands 
were proprietors’ private land, the 
plaintiffs not being in possession at 
the time of the vesting under the 
Land Reforms Act, the same has 
vested in the State of Bihar under 
the said Act. 

7. Before I take up for consideration 
the above points raised by learned coun- 
sel, it will be appropriate to dispose of the 
preliminary points, which have been vig- 
orously argued by Mr. R. S. Chatterji, 
learned counsel for the plaintiffs-respon- 
dents. He submitted that the present ap- 
peal is barred by the principles of res 
judicata. He luged that the lands under 
the plots in dispute are not divided by 
metes and boimds between the plaintiffs- 
respondents of this appeal, and Choudhary 
Raj Rajeshwar Prasad Singh and others 
who were plaintiffs-respondents in the 
other appeal, viz. First Appeal 431. Ad- 
mittedly the plaintiffs of the each suit 
have eight annas share. First Appeal 
No. 430 has arisen out of Title suit No. 44 
whereas First Appeal No. 431 arose out 
of Title suit No. 46. Both these suits 
were heard together and they were dis- 
posed of by one judgment by the Court 
below. Common issues were framed, and 
the findings given by the Court below 
govern both the suits. The defendants 
first party are the appellants in both the 
appeals. Learned counsel has drawn our 
attention to the compromise petition filed 
in First Appeal 431 of 1959 on behalf of 
the defendants first party-nppcUnnts. .and 
on behalf of Choudhary Raj Rajeshwar 
Prasad and others plaintiff-rcspo.ndents. 

By the s.aid compromise they agreed inter 
alia that 

"the entire lands which arc the sub- 
jeet-mnttor of the suit will be dhddcd h.aif 
and half betw'cen the plaintiff-respondents 
Nos. 1 to 3 on the one Kind .and tlie 
defcndant- 3 ppell.ants art the other, that Is 
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to say.-/8/- eight annas will go and be- 
long absolutely to the plaintiff-resixjndent 
Nos. 1 to 3 to which the defendant-appel- 
lants or their heirs or assigns shall have 
no manner of claim whatsoever and -/8/- 
eight annas will go and belong absolutely 
to the defendant-appellants to which the 
plainUff respondents or their heirs or 
assigns shall have no manner of claim 
whatsoever." 

The compromise was recorded by order 
dated 11-5-1966. He submitted that Lala 
Prasad Singh and another, plaintiffs-res~ 
pendents of Ilrst Appeal No. 430 of 1959, 
were also respondents 6 and 7 termed as 
respondents second party in First Appeal 
No. 431 of 1959. being co-sharers, but 
they did not appear in that appeal. Their 
Lordships, therefore, while recording the 
order on the said compromise petition ob- 
Berve± 

"Learned counsel for the appellants 
wants that the appeal will stand dismissed 
as against respondents 6 and 7 who are 
pro forma defendants second party In the 
trial Court" 

The other relevant portion of the order to 
which our attention was drawn was 
"Let the compromise be recorded and 
the appe^ be disposed of in terms 
thereof," 

Learned counsel submitted that dnee 
the appeal stood dismissed against respon- 
dents 6 and 7 who are plalntlS-respondents 
In the present appeal, namely. First 
Apped No. 430 of 19S9, It clearly 
amounts to confirmation of the find- 
ing of the Court below, so far 
these plaintifi-respondents are con- 
cerned, and now that finding cannot be 
modified by this appeaL In order to sup- 
jMrt his contention he relied on a de<fi- 
doD of the Supreme Court in Sheodan 
Singh V. Daryao Kimwar, AIR 1966 SC 
133^ In that case the trial Court had 
decided on merit, four suits, namely, suit 
Nos. 37. 42. 77 and 91 of 1951. all of 

which had common issues. The appd- 
lant’s father was aggrieved by these dec- 
rees. Consequently he filed two first ap- 
peals in the High Court of Allahabad. 
Appeal No. 363 of 1931 was against the 
dismissal of suit No. 37 wlule Appeal No. 
366 of 1951 was against the dismissal of 
suit No. 42. He had also filed two ap- 
peals in the Court of the District Judge 
against the remaining two smts. Appeal 
No. 452 of 1951 was against the decree In 
suit No. 77, while Appeal No. 453 of 1951 
was against the decree in suit Na 91, 
These two appeals which were pending In 
the Court of District Judge, were also 
transferred to the High Court. There- 
after Appeal No. 453 of 1951 aridng out 
of suit No. 91 was dismissed by the High 
Court as being time barred, while Ap- 
peal No. 452 of 1951 arising out of stnt 
No. 77 was dismissed by the High Cotirt 
on the ground of failure of the appel- 


lant’s father to apply for translation a^ 
printing of the record as required by the 
rules of that High Court. 

When the matter came up for hearing 
before the learned single judge the follow- 
ing question, namely, "whether the appeal 
Is barred by Section 11 of the Code of 
Civil Procedure or by the general prin- 
ciples of res judicata as the appeals against 
the decisions in suit Nos. 77 and 91 of 
1951 were rejected and dismissed by this 
Court, and those decisions have become 
final and binding between the parties”, 
was referred to a Full Bench of that Court, 
which held that though there were four 
appeals originally before the High Coxirt. 
two of them had been dismissed and the 
very same issues which arose in First Ap- 
peal Nos. 365 and 366 had also arisen in 
those two appeals, which had been dis- 
missed. It further found that the terms 
of Action 11 of the Code of Qvil Pro- 
cedure were fully applicable and. there- 
fore. the two first appeals. Nos. 365 and 
366. were barred by res judicata to the 
extent of the decision of five issues which 
were common in the four connected ap- 
peals. After the decision of the Full 
Bench, the matter went back to the learn- 
ed single Judge for decision. He dismis- 
sed the two appeals. Nos, 395 and 366. as 
barred by Section 11 of the Code of CMl 
Procedure. Aggrieved by the said Judg- 
ment the appellant brought this matter 
to the Supreme Court Their Lordships 
in paragraph 13 at page 1336-37 obsemd: 

.It Is true that the High 

Court dismissed the appeals ariring out of 
stiits Nos. 77 and 91 either on the ground 
that it was barred by limitation or on the 
groimd that steps had not been taken for 
printing the records. Even so the fact 
remains that the result of the dismissal 
of the two appeals arising from suits Nos. 
77 and 91 by the High Court on these 
grounds was that the decrees of the Addi- 
tional Civil Judge who decided the Issue 
as to title on merits sto^ confirmed by the 
order of the High Court In such a case, 
even though the order of the High Court 
may itself not be on the merits, the result 
of the Hiph Court’s decision Is to confirm 
the decision on the i^e of the title 
which had been given on the merits fay 
the Additional Qvil Judge and thus In 
effect the High Court confimed the decree 
of the trial Court on the merits, whatever 
may be the reason for the dismissal of 
the appeals arising from suits Nos. 77 and 

91 " ' 

Their L3rdsldps further observed;— 

"• We cannot, therefore, ac- 

cept the contention that even though the 
trial Court may have decided the matter 
on the merits there can be no res Judicata 
If the appeal Court dismisses the appeal 
on a preliminary ground without going 
into the merits, even though the result 
of the dismissal of the appeal by the ap- 
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peal Court is confirmation of the dedsion 
of the trial Coiirt given on the merits. 
Acceptance of such a proposition 'will 
mean that all that the losing party has to 
do to desteoy the effect of a decision given 
by the trial Comt on the merits is to file 
an appeal and let that appeal be dismis- 
sed on some preliminary ground, ■with the 
result that the decision given on the 
merits also becomes useless as between 
the parties. We are therefore, of opinion 
that where a decision is given on 
the merits by the trial Couri; and the 
matter is taken in appeal and the appeal 
is dismissed on some preliminary ground, 
like limitation or default in printing, it 
must be held that such dismissal when it 
confirms the decision of the trial Court 
on the merits itself amounts to the appeal 
being heard and finally decided on the 
merits whatever may be the ground for 
dismissal of the appeal” 

Their Lordships fmrther in paragraph 20 
at page 1339 held: 

The result of the dismissal 

on a preliminary ground of the two ap- 
peals arising out of suits Nos. 77 and 91 
was that the decision of the trial Court 
was confirmed -with respect to the common 
issues as to title by the High Court. In 
consequence the decision on those issues 
became res judicata so far as appeals Nos. 
365 and 366 are concerned and Section 11 
of the Code of Civil Procedure would bar 
the hearing of those common issues over 
again. It is not in dispute that if the deci- 
sion on the common issues in suits Nos. 
77 and 91 has become res judicata, ap- 
peals Nos. 365 and 366 must fail.” 

Learned Cormsel further submitted that 
the very object of res iudicata is to avoid 
inconsistent decisions. He elaborated his 
contention by illustrating that in the 
instant case also since the lands under the 
plots in dispute are undivided and they 
are shared in equal proportion by the two 
sets of plaintiff-respondents first party in 
both the appeals, namely. First Appeal 430 
of 1959 and first Appeal 431 of 3959, in 
view of the compromise decree in the 
latter, if the appeal in the former is 
allowed, there will be inconsistent decrees 
regarding the same subject-matter, and in 
this connection he referred to paragraph 
17 of the same judgment of their Lord- 
ships, AIR 1966 SC 1332 (Supra) where 
their Lordships were considering the deed- 
sion mnde in Obedur liahintin v. Darban 
Lai. AIR 1927 Lah 1. 

In that ca.'^e there were five appeals bc?- 
fore tlio High Court, three of which had 
abated. There ■v%’as a common issue in all 
the five .appeals, ncunoly, whether a cer- 
tain le.ase had cyrpired or not and it was 
argued tliat in view of the abatement of 
the three other appeals, the decision of 
that issue had become res judicata. But 
their Lordships of the Lahore High Court 


overruled the contention by observing that 

"Where there has been an appeal the 
mattCT is no longer res iudicata but res 
sub judice and where an appeal is not 
finally heard and decided, any matters 
therein cannot possibly be said to be res 
judicata.-" Their Lordships of the Supreme 
Court held the view expressed as incor- 
rect, and observed that if the view taken 
by the Lahore High Court ■was correct, 
the result would be that there may be in- 
consistent decisions on the same issue "with 
respect to the point involved in that ciase, 
namely, whether a certain lease had ex- 
pired or not and the very object of res 
iudicata is to avoid inconsistent decisions. 
Their Lordships further observed that 
•where, therefore, the result of the dis- 
missal or abatement of an appeal is to 
confirm the dedsion of the trial Court on 
merit, such dismissal must amount to the 
appeal being heard and finally dedded, 
and would operate as res judicata. 

In my opinion, the •principles lain do-wn 
by their Lordships of the Supreme Court 
are not applicable to the instant case, 
where we have to consider the effect of 
the compromise order passed in First A-p- 
peal 431 on the findings in Title Suit No. 
44 against which the present appeal has 
been filed by the defendants first party, 
whereas their Lordships ■n^ere dealing wim 
the question where the appeals arising out 
of two suits were dismissed on some pre- 
liminary groimd of limitation or default 
in printing and, therefore, it was held 
that such dismissal would amount to con- 
firmation of the two other suits, namely, 
stiits Nos. 37 and 42 against wkich ap- 
peals Nos. 365 and 366 ■were filed. 

It is true that in the instant case also 
the two suits were tried togethei and 
there was common issue and the plain- 
tiffs of both the suits being co-sharers had 
equal shares of eight annas each in the 
subject-matter of dispute. Although the 
land -was not divided but they had well 
defined shares. In that view of the 
matter, it cannot be said that the subject- 
matter of the two suits were the same. 
Besides, their Lordships in First Appeal 
No. 431 were concerned -^vith the share of 
the other co-sharers, namcli'. Choudhary 
Raj Rajeshwar Prasad and others. Ujc res- 
pondents first party, who had only eight 
annas share in the subject-matter of dis- 
pute, and who had entered into the com- 
promi.se with the defendants first party- 
appelLanls. According to one of tlic terms 
of the compromke quotc-d earlier, the pro- 
perties of Choudhaiy Rai Raic.shw.ar 
Prasad and others are to be dividf^ coual- 
ly between them and tlio defendant-ap- 
pellants. Anot.hcr term is that the land 
in dispute .shall be divided by mctr-A and 
bound.s by n pleader commirsloner to bo 
appointed hr,- the Court below. Tlio com- 
promise is limited strictly to th,; eight 
annas share of Choudharl Raj Pcijeahwar 
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Prasad and others, the plaintifE-respon- 
dents first party of Appeal No. 431. In 
that view of the matter in my opUdon, 
there will be no inconsistent decrees if this 
Appeal No. 430 is finally heard and decid- 
ed on merit Similarly, eight annas ahare 
of the plaintiS-respondents of this appeal 
can easily be carved out by appointing a 
pleader cjommissioner. Besides, In my 
opinion, the compromise order passed in 
Appeal No. 431 does not result in 
confirmation of the decision of the trial 
Court given on merit in Title Smt No. 44, 
as their I^rd^ps while recording the 
compromise in First Appeal 431 of 1959 
only by way of redial in the order, men- 
tioned that 'Teamed counsel for the ap- 
pellants wants that the appeal will stand 
dismissed as against respondents 6 and 7 
who were pro forma defendants second 
party in the trial Court.” It may be notic- 
ed that no iipftdfic turier has been passed 
with regard to this. Learned counsel re- 
ferred to the last portion of the order 
where it is mentioned that 'let the com- 
promise be recorded and the appeal be 
disposed of In terms thereof.” 

But. In my oplnloit. this also does not 
help the contention of learned counsel. 
Nowhere in the compromise petition U 
!s stated that the appeal should be order- 
ed to be dismissed as against respondent 
Nos. 6 and 7 who were pro forma defen- 
dants. No such prayer has been made 
In the petition. No doubt, the plaintiff- 
respondents of tUs appeal were also res- 
pondents second party In First Appeal 
431, but as mentioned earlier, although 
notlee was served on them, they did not 
appear in that first appe^ the 

records of the case, the pleadings of the 
parties and the judgment of the trial 
Coiui, it appears that the two sets of the 
plaintiffs were not pulling on well There 
are allegations and counter-allegations 
between these two sets of plaintigs that 
they were helping and instigating defen- 
dants first party as against the otner. In 
that view of the matter the acceptance 
of the contention of the learned counsel, 
woifid amoimt to ^ving absolute power 
and discretion in the lumds of Choudhaiy 
Raj Rajeshwar Prasad, the other co- 
sharer to affect the right and title of the 
plaintiff-respondents of this appeal by 
entering into compronuse with the defen- 
dants first party-appellanta. 

■ 8. lieamed counsel further relied on 
a decision in the case of Kedar Nath 
Goenka v. Munshi Ram Narain Lai, AIR 
1935 PC 139 where their Lordships of the 
Privy Council were dealing with res. 
judicata between co-defend^ts. Their 
Lordships observed that in a former suit 
it was necessary to decide the dispute 
t^tween the plaintiffs and defendants as 
to fte vali^ty of cert^ sale for the pur- 
pose of giring tte plaintiff approp r iate 
relief. In the subsequent suit, the same 
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Question as to the validity of the sale was 
again ^ issue between the same defen- 
dants, who were ranged as plaintiff and 
defendant 1, though subject matter 
of fhig suit was different. Their Lord- 
shibs held that the decision In the former 
suit was binding upon them and that 
issue was res judicata.' In my opinion, 
ibis decision is not pertinent to the ques- 
boii in the instant case, first, because the 
plaintiff-respondents of the instant ap- 
peal, were pro forma pl^tiff-respondents 
in the other appeal, as both were co- 
fiharers. In the two suits also, the plain- 
11% of one smt, were defendants in the 
other in the nature of pro forma, as no 
relief was sought against such defendants. 
As they were co-sharers they were simply 
made party to the suit. The most impor- 
tant point for consideration is that in 
order to attract res judicata as between 
Cp-de/eodacis nr co-res^adesis, there 
must be conflict of Interert between them 
and it must be necessary to decide the 
Conflict between the co-respondents ^In 
order to give the appellants the relief 
wlUch they claimed. la the Instant case, 
for recording the compromise it was 
neither necessary to decide nor was there 
decision on the conflict of interest 
between the co-defendants or co-respon- 
deuts. Learned counsel for the tespon- 
dCTits also has not been able to point out 
Jhat, when their Lordships were record- 
mg the compromise what was the occa- 
aop to dedde the conflict of Interest be- 
tween the co-respondents of these two 
eptjeals to give relief which the defen- 
dants first party had claimed. In that 
^©w of the matter the dedsioD reported 
m AIR 1935 PC 139 (supra) "twi does not 
lend support to the contention of learned 
counseL 

9. Learned counsel further referred 
Jo another decision of the Privy Comcil 
in Maung Sein Done v. Ma Pan Nyxim 
1932 PC 16l*«59 Ind App 247. In 
tl^t case also their Lordships were dealing 
With the question of res judicata as be- 
tween co-defendants. But, in my opinion, 
the principles laid down by their Lord- 
emps do not help the contention raised 
hy learned counsel for the respiondents. 
Cm the contrary, it helps the contention 
of learned coimsel for the appellants, 
who has vehemently opposed the ques- 
JJOq of res judicata. Their Lord^ps In 
that case ofeerved that if a plaintiff can- 
not get at his rights without trying, and 
^tiding a case between co-defendants, 
thfe court will try and dedde that case, 
Md the co-defendants will be bound. But 
if the relief given to the plaintiff does not 
require or involve a deddon of any case 
bcweea co-defendants, the co-defend^ts 
not be bound as between each other 
by any proceeding which may be neces- 
sary only to the decree the pl aintiff ob- 
taihs. In the Instant case, as observed 
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above, it was not necessary for the court 
to decide the conflict between the co-res- 
pondents, when the compromise was re- 
corded in order to give relief to the 
appellants, nor it was dedded. 

Learned counsd. for the respondents, in 
order to resist this submitted that im- 
pliedly even in the instant case, it was 
necessary to dedde the conflicts between 
the co-respondents in order to give relief 
to the defendants flrst party-appellants, 
while the compromise was being recorded 
as in the case reported in AIB 1932 PC 
161. He has referred to page 164 of the 
judgment, where their Lordships observ- 
ed that in a word, the question to be 
determined was one between the sisters 
on the one hand and the brothers on the 
other. The rights of each sister in 
regard to the mother’s estate were iden- 
tical They were ei&er both of them 
co-heirs with their brothers or neitlier of 
them was entitled to any share. Their 
Lordships observed that the decision that 
none of the sisters was entitled to inherit 


co-defendants, the co-defendants will not 
be bound as between each other by any 
proceeding which may be necessary only 
to the decree the plaintiff obtains’.” 

This statement of the law has been 
accepted and followed in many Indian 
cases; see Ahmad Ali v. Najabat KViar > , 
(1895) ILR 18 AU 65=1895 AH WN 156; 
Ramchandra Narayan v. Narayan Maha- 
dev, (1887) ILR 11 Bom 216, Magniram 
V. Mehdi Hossein Khan, (1904) ILR 31 
Cal 95=8 Cal WN 30. It is, in their 
Lordships’ opinion, in accord with the 
provisions of S. 11, Civil P. C., and they 
adopt it as the correct criterion in cases 
where it is sought to apply the rule of 
res judicata as between co-defendants. 
In such a case therefore three conditions 
are requisite: (1) There must be a con- 
flict of interest between the defendants 
concerned; (2) it mirst be necessary to 
decide this conflict in order to give the 
plaintiff the relief he claims; and (3) the 
question between the defendants must 
have been finally decided.” 


to their Chinese mother in a previous 
suit brought by A against her sister B 
and their two brothers had the effect of 
barring a subsequent suit, under the doc- 
trine of res judicata brought by B against 
A and the two brothers claiming a share 
in the property of her mother. 

But, in my opinion, the facts of the 
case which were before the Privy Cotmcil 
are clearly distinguishable from tlie facts 
of the instant case. Even by implication, 
it cannot be said that in the instant case 
it was necessary for the appellate Court 
to dedde the conflict between the co-res- 
pondents of the two appeals by giving 
relief to defendants first party-appellants, 
viz., for recording the compromise. 

10. Learned counsel for the appellants, 
on ■fee other band, as mentioned^ above, 
contended that no question of res judicata 
applies in the instant case and the com- 
promise order recorded does not amount 
to confirmation of the findings of me 
Court below. Mr. Lai Narayan Sinha, 
who appeared at the earlier dage ior the 
appellants, relied on a dedsion of Pn^ 
Cormdl in Mt. Munni Bibi v. Trilola Nath, 
AIR 1931 PC 114=58 Ind App 158 where 
their Lordships were dealing vnth tne 
questions of res judicata behveen co- 
defendants and their Lordships at page 
117 observed: — 

" The conditions under which 

this branch of the doctrine should be ap- 
plied are thus stated by Wigr^ 1. C.. m 
Cottingham v. Earl of Shresbury. (1843) 
3 Hare 627=15 U Ch 441 at p. 633: 

Tf a plaintiff cannot get at his right 
without trying and dedding a rase b^ 
tween co-defendants the court will try 
and dedde tliat case, and the co-defen- 
dants wDl be bound, but If the relict 
given to the plaintiff does not require or 
Involve a dedsion of any case betw’cen 


Learned counsel for the respondents, 
however, contended that this dedsion 
also helps his contention that even if the 
plaintiff-respondent of the instant appeal 
did not appear in First- Appeal 431, it 
makes no difference as they were neces- 
sary party to the suit, although no relief 
was sought against them. Besides, there 
was conflict of interest betiveen tJie plain- 
tiffs of the two suits, i.e., Title Suits Nos. 
44 and 46. In order to find support for 
his contention, he referred to page 117 
where their Lordships have observed, 
"that these conditions are established In 
the present case. There was clearly a 
conflict of interests between the appel- 
lant as the daughter and hdr of Amar 
Na&, and Kashi, as the heir of MukandL 
It W'as only if the house belonged to 
Amar Nath tliat the plaintiff’s suit could 
succeed; if it belonged to Mukandi it 
must fail It was therefore necessary to 
dedde between the conflicting damns of 
the defendants. The principal is.'^uc for 
dedsion in the 1909 suit was framed in 
the foUovmg terms: 

"4. Was Babu Amar Nath ovmer of 
the disputed house? Is the house fiable 
to be sold in e>:ecution of (the plaintiff’s 
decree)?” 

This issue was found against the plain- 
tiff by the trial Judge, and "as the result” 
of this finding this suit v.ns dismissed. 
It was dedded in his favour by the High 
Court, and his suit was decreed. It is 
not suggested for tlie respondents tlnst 
this determination was not final. 

It is true that the appellant did not 
enter an appearance in Use .suit, and it Is 
alco said that she was not a r:ccc.«nrj- 
mrty to it: but their Lordships do not 
regard ciUicr of these factors as really 
materiah Tlie appellant v.*as at all events 
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a proper party to the suit and Iiad tiie 
ri^t to oe heard if she so desired If 
she chose to stand by and let the plain- 
tiff fight her battle, it could not affect 
her legal poation. The test of mutual- 
ity is often a convenient one In Questions 
of res judicata. If the decision had gone 
the other way the appellant could hardly 
have claimed that b^use she aid not 
choose to appear she was not bound by 
it, and so have compelled Kashi to liti- 
gate the matter over again, and if the 
appellant would have been bound, so 
must KajslU be. There is however evi- 
dence on tile record of the present ault, 
emanating from one of the prindml wit- 
nesses for the respondents that the appel- 
lant did, in fact, support the plaintiff in 
the 1909 suit” 

But, in my opiiuon, this portion of the 
judgment also does not help the conten- 
tion of learned counsel as it has been held 
in Ram Niranjan Das v. Loknath Mandal, 
1969 BUR 176 « (AIR 1970 Pat 1) (FB), 
by a Full Bench of tWs Court, that a co- 
sharer has right to bring suit against tres- 
passer for recovery of Ijmal lands with- 
out impleading other co-sharers. In 
other words, their Lordships observed 
that it fs not at all necessary to fmplead 
the other, co-shaxers in the suit It will 
be convenient to quote the observation Of 
their Lord^ps at page 177 (of BLJR) 
•B (at p. 6 of AIR) which is to t^ effect: 

It is relevant also to conrider 
in this connection that it Is a well-settled 
principle of law that one of the various 
co-owners of a property, if In possession 
will be deemed to be in possession on 
behalf of all the coowners and it is for 
this reason that his possession in law, 
therefore, is not regarded as adverse to 
other co-owners unless there is distinct 
proof of ouster. In that view of the 
matter also, the interest of an undivided 
CQ-crwner or co-sharer must be taken to 
cover every inch of land which may be 
the subject-matter of dispute as belonring 
to the co-owners and hence it is clear 
that there is no support for appellant's 
lanweris contention either in mindple or 
in authority as to why a co-sharer's suit 
cannot be held to be maintainable with- 
out impleading other co-shafers and why 
it should not be decreed in respect ol the 
entire interest of the co-owners wlnt^ of 
course, however, will not affect the rights 
of other co-owners vis-a-vis a successful 
plaintiff In a suit‘'agalnst a trespasser," 
In view of the above observations. In 
my opinion. it>was not necessary at all 
to implead the two sets of the plaintiffs, 
who were admittedly co-sharers. In the 
two suits. .-Besides, I have already held 
that there ' was no conflict of interest be- 
tween these two co-sharers as each ret 
had eight annas share in the subject- 
imatter of dispute. 


IL Learned counsel for the appellants 
also relied on a decision in ilittar Poddar 
V, Jadah Chandra, AIR 1917 Pat 653: 
where their Lordships Chamler, C. J. and 
Sharfuddin. J. were dealing with the 
question of res judicata and their Lord- 
ahips observed that res judicata was a 
matter of substance, not a matter ut form. 
In order to ascertain what matter tHrectly 
and substantially in issue was beard and 
finally decided in a previous suit, the 
pleadings and judgment in that suit might 
be examined. In that case the suit ioT 
delivery of a kabuliyat was dismissed on 
the ground that the rent chdmed v.as too 
high and in order to determine the cost 
to be awarded to the defendant, the 
Court went on to inquire what the proper 
rent was. Their Lordships held that in- 
asmuch as the decision of the rent was 
merely inddental and recorded for a 
purpose coUateral to the main issue, ft 
could not operate as res judicata in a 
subsequent suit for rent. 

In my opinion, this dedslon Is not very 
relevant to the instant case. It may help 
Us only to this extent t^t ^fore we 
come to any conclusion we must look to 
the dreumstances and the form In whidi 
the said compromise order was recorded 
by their Lordships to ascertain as to whe- 
ther any question between the co-respon- 
dents of both the appeals has been fipally 
dedded. So, we have to find out tba 
substance of the order. 

22-23. The next dedsion which has 
been relied upon by learned counsel fcff 
the appellants, is in the case of 
Kanak Ratan v. Sundarmunda, AIR 1939 
Pat 225. In that case their lordships 
were also dealing with the question of 
res judicata in a case where the 
In a suit to set aside sale was not a pa^ 
to a previous suit brought by his father 
and others for the same purpose, but was 
Joined as pro forma defendant, be having 
refused to join the plaintiff on father's 
death, which suit was compromised in 
appeal in which the defendant’s title was 
admitted by others. Their Lordships held 
at page 228:— 

'“The learned District .fudge Is also 
dearly wrong in holding that the present 
suit is barred by the prindple of res 
judicata. As has been already stated, 
the suit of 1922 ultimately ended in a 
compromise, and the plaintiff being no 
tarty to the compromise, was nit bound 
by it. nor can the decree passed and ap- 
peal based as it wraa on the compromise, 
operate as res judicata against him in this 
action 

“Ihe pimdple laid down under tbfa 
decision is also not very much relevant 
to the issue to be decided in the Instant 
appeal, but It gives some indication as to 
whether res judicata can apply when a 
compromise order is passed as against 
the co-respondents. A more appromfate 
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case to be foimd is in P. Venkata Eubba 
Eao V. V. Jagannadha Rao, reported in 
1964 (2) SCB 310 = (AIR 1967 SC 591). 
In that case a suit was filed in 1941 for 
the recovery of Es. 50,000/-. The res- 
pondents who were the judgment-debtors 
prayed for the scaling down of the 
amount due from them trader the Madras 
Agrictilturists’ Relief Act, 1938, on the 
grotmd that they were agriculturists. 
The suit was compromised for Rs. 37,000/-. 
Some payments were also made. In 
1949 they filed another application fcr the 
scaling down of the debt on the groimd 
that they were agriculturists and hence 
they were entitled to the benefits of the 
Act of 1938 as amended in 1948. The 
appellants who were the decree -holders, 
reristed the claim of the respondents on 
the groimds, inter alia, that the earli^ 
compromise decree operated as res judi- 

Their Lordships at pages 322-23 (of 
SCR) = (at p. 595 of AIR) held:— 

The compromise decree was 

not a decision by the Court It was the 
acceptance by the Court of something to 
which the parties had agreed. It has 
been said that a compromise decree mere- 
ly sets the seal of the Court on the agree- 
ment of the parties. The Court did not 
dedde anything. Nor can it be said that 
a decirion of the Court was implicit in it. 
Only a decision by the Court could be 
res judicata, whether statutory trader 
S. 11 of the Code of Civil Procedure, or 
constructive as a matter of public policy 
on which the entire dortrine rests. The 
respondents claim to raise the issue over 
again because of the new rights conferred 
by the Amending Act, which riglits in- 
clude, according to them, the re-opening 
of all decrees which had not become final 
or which had not been fully executed. 
The respondents are entitled to tabe ad- 
vantage of the amendment of the law 
TinIPCT the law itself barred them, or the 
earlier decision stood in ■fteir way. The 
earlier decision cannot strictly be r^.'gard- 
ed as a matter which was "heard and 
finally decided”. The decree might have 
created an estoppel by conduct between 
the parties; but here ^e appellants are 
in an unfortunate position, because ^ey 
did not plead this estoppdl at any time. 
They only claimed that the prindple of 
res judicata governed the _ case or that 
there was an estoppel by judgment.” 

It will be also appropriate to refer to 
a dedsion of the Priw Council in Chandu 
XkQ V. Khalilur Rahman, AIR 1950 PC 17, 
where their Lordships at page IS in para- 
graph 4. auoting witii approval tlie deci- 
sion reported in AIR 1931 PC 114 (supra), 
bel^ — 

"In 58 Inn App ISS^ATR 1931 PC 114, 
the conditions for the application of the 
doctrine of res judicata as between par- 
ties who have been co-defcndants in a 


previous suit are thus laid down : there 
rnust be (1) a conflict of interest between 
the_ co-defendants, (2) the necessity to 
dedde that conflid in order to give the 
plamtifi the appropriate relief, and (3) a 
decision of that question between the co- 
defendants. It may be added that the 
do ctri ne rnay apply even though the 
party,^ against whom it is sought to en- 
force it, did not in the previous suit think 
fit to enter an appearance and contest 
the question. But to this the Qualifica- 
tion must be added that, if such a party 
is to be bound by a previous judgment, 
it must be proved dearly that he had or 
must be deemed to have had notice that 
the relevant question was in Leslie and 
would have to be dedded.” 

Therefore, in my opinion, there was 
heavy onus upon the plaintiff-respondents 
of First Appeal No. 431 to establish that 
the plaintiff-respondents of First Appeal 
No._ 430 had notice of the compromise 
which was going to be effected and which 
will have effect on their rights, title and 
interest in the disputed property. On 
the contrary, in paragraph 4 of tiie com- 
promise petition filed in First Appeal 431 
it is dearly mentioned that "the defen- 
dant second party-respondents were 
merely pro forma defendants, having no 
interest in the subject-matter of the suit 
and they are pro forma defendants in this 
appeal before Hon’ble Court” In the 
order dated 11-5-66 recording the com- 
promise it is also dearly mentioned that 
'Teamed counsel for the appellants wants 
that the appeal will stand dismissed as 
against respondents 6 and 7 who were 
pro forma defendants second party in the 
trial Court” 

After due consideration, in my opinion, 
the contention of learned counsel for the 
respondents cannot be accepted. The ap- 
peal has got to be heard on merits. 

14. Now I turn to the consideration of 
contention of learned counsd raised under 
point No. (1). He urged that in the in- 
stant case there is definite case of the 
plaintiffs that the terms of the lease ex- 
pired in the year 1942 after which they 
were not in possession of the disputed 
land; whereas they filed Suit No. 44 on 
21-10-1952, Le,. much beyond the time 
prescribed irader Artide 1(a) of Sche- 
dule 3 to the Bihar Tenancy Act. Io8o, 
which is applicable in the bxstant case, as 
the plaintiffs were daiming those lanfls 
as their drat hinds and were fccking 
ejectment of the tenants froin those lands. 
The period prescribed under the raid 
Artide is six months from tiie expiration 
of the term. 

In order to siraport his contentien he 
rdied on n Full 73cnch dedrion of thi^i 
Court in Jnn.ki Singh v, Id-ihant Joran- 
nath D-as. 2 Pat LJ 1918 Pat 593) 

wherein it was held tliat a suit by a 
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landlord to eject tenant of arat lands on 
the ground of the exraration of the term 
of Ms lease, is governed by Article 1(a) 
of Schedule 3 to the Bengal Tenancy 
Act 1885 and the operation of Article 1(a) 
is not excluded in such a case by Sec- 
tion 116 toereot But in my ctanion, 
this contention of learned counsel cannot 
be accepted as the above decision of the 
Full Benda of this Court has been over- 
ruled by a dedsion of the Privy Coundl 
in ifahsnth Jagannath Das v. Jankf 
Singh, AIR 1922 PC 142 » 49 Ind App 81. 
Their Lordships held that Article l{a) of 
Schedule 3 to the Bengal Tenancy Act 
1885 does not apply to the suits to eject 
Persons, who were not in law non-cccu- 
pancy raiyats of the land. Article 139 
of the Liinitatlon Act appUes to sudi 
suits. Their Lordships were referring to 
the old Limitation Act and the period 
prescribed imder the Artide is 12 
years. In the instant case also old Limi- 
tation Act is applicable. Even if it is 
assumed that they were dispossessed fn 
1942, the suit having been filed on 21-10- 
1952, was within 12 years. Therefore, In 
zny opinion, the suit is not barred imder 
the limitation Act Tbi^ this conten- 
tion of learned counsel fails. 

15. Kow I turn to the consideraSen of 
contention raised under point No. (iU) 
on whidi the result of this appeal mainly 
depends. It may be recalled that in tMs 
appeal we are concerned with the dispute 
regarding lands measuring 27 blghas and 
odd in plots Nos. 894 to 897. According 
to the plaintiSs, the lands of plots Nos. 
894 to 897 are zirat and khudkasht lands. 
According to them, these lands arc Part 
and parcel of 200 blghas of sirat land 
which belonged to the ancestors of the 
plaintiffs and the co-sharers of their an- 
cestors, who were 16 annas proprietors of 
Taluka Nao Kothi, Tauri No. 656. and 
were in cultivating possesrion as such 
for more than 12 years since the pcsring 
of the Bihar Tenancy Act in the year 
1885. Those zirat Imds were then un- 
surveyed lands, and were locally recog- 
nised as kamat lands of the proprietors 
from time immemoriaL Their further 
case was that after the survey the plots 
of the zirat lands were numbered, but 
nustake they were recorded as ba- 
hasht In the record of rights, and in due 
course of time after partition between the 
ancestors of the plaintiffs and the other 
co-sharers the aforesaid foiir plots fell 
into the share of the plaintiffs and the 
defendants third party. In 1927 tlie lands 
contained xmder ptot Na 895, along with 
some other lands, which are not subject 
matter of dispute^ were\leased out on 
Maifiiunda ba^ for five with the 

defendants first party, who executed 
kabt^t The said lease expired in 1339 
Fasll corresponding to 1932 when the 
hmds came back In pcssesdon cf the 


plaintiffs and their brother defendant 
No. 15 (of defendants third party). Sub^ 
sequently, in 1935 defendant No. 15, as 
bead ^ the family again settled the 
lands of plots Nos. 895 to 897 along with 
lands bearing plots Nos. 920 and 930 with 
Sitaram Sin^ father of defendants Nos. 
33, 13(a) and Sheo Shankar Singh, defen- 
d^t No, 14, who are defendants second 
pa^, for 7 years as per term of kabuliat, 
executed by them, which expired in 1942. 
It may be noted that the Court bdow 
found that the aettlees Sitaram Singh and 
others were farridars of defendants first 
par^ although the case of the plaintiffs 
was that these settlees were the real 
settlees, and not the benamidars cl the 
menfisers of the defendants first party. 
The plaintiffs' case further was that after 
the expiry of the lease in 1942 the lands 
so leased came back to the possesdon of 
plaintiff No. 1 and his brother defendant 
Na 15. Some dispute arose between 
plaintiff No. 1 pM the brother. Taking 
advantage of the difference the defen- 
dants fi]^ pa^, in a proceeding imder 
Section 145 of the Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure, claimed the entire lands under 
dispute as their raiyati lands. The 
Uai^trate by order dated 29-10-1949 
held in favour of the defendants first 
party, which gave rise to the institution 
of the present suits by the plaintiffs, 
whereas tiie case of the defendants first 
party was that the lands under those 
plots were bakasht lands and tbe.v have 
been rightly recorded as bakasht lands 
In the record of rights. Their ifurther 
case was that those lands were iifitially. 
tai3rati lands before the last survey ope- 
ration and before passing of the Bihar 
Tenancy Act. but the landlords somehow 
or other came in possession of those rai- 
yati lands, and got them recorded as their 
bakasht The Court below, regarding 
lands of plot Nos. 895 to 897, held that 
they are proprietors’ private lands, and 
the survey entries showing those lands 
as bakasht are incorrect and the defen- 
dants first party have not acquired occu- 
pancy right in the lands in these three 
plots. As regards land containing two 
huts on plot No. 894, the Coiut below 
held that it is not proprietors’ private 
land and It is bakasht land, but the de- 
fendants first party have not acquired 
tmy title in respect tfaereot The^ore, 
the Court below held that the plaintiffs 
Mve right and title over lands of plot 
Nos. 894 to 897 and they are entitled to 
recover possession and mesne profits etc 
from the defendants first party. 

Leaumed counsel for the appellants urg 
ed that the Court below erred la holdin; 
that the lands of plot Nos. 895 to 89: 
were the proprietor^ private anc 

that they were entitled to recover thos< 
lands along with the land of plot No. 894 
Therefore, under this plot we have ti 
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consider whether the plaintiffs have been 
able to establish that the lands compris- 
ed in plot Nos. 895, 896 and 897 are 
their zLrat lands, as per condition con- 
tained imder the Rules for the delermi- 
nation of proprietors’ private land under 
Section 120 of the Bihar Tenancy Act 
{hereinafter referred to as 'the Art’) the 
relevant portion of which reads as fol- 
lows: — 

“(1) The Revenue Oihcer shall record 
as a proprietor’s private land — 

(a) land which is proved to have been 
cultivated as Khamar, sirat, sir, 
Bij, nijjot or khamat by the pro- 
prietor himself with his own stock 
or by his own servants or by hired 
labour for twelve continuous years 
immediately before the passing of 
this Art, and 

(b) cultivated land which is recognized 
by village usage as proprietor’s 
khamar, zirat, sir, nij, nijjot or 
khamat. 

(2) In determining whether any other 
land ought to be recorded as a proprietor’s 
private land, the officer shall have regard 
to local custom, and to the question whe- 
ther the land was. before the second day 
of March, 1883, specifically let as proprie- 
tor’s private land, and to any other evi- 
dence.. that may he produced; but shall 
presume that land is not a proprietor’s 
private land until the contrary is shown.” 

It is admitted case of the contesting 
parties that the lands under the aforesaid 
plots are entered as bakasht In the survey 
record of rights prepared in 1908. There 
is presumption of correctness of the 
record of rights under Section 103-B of 
the Act. Therefore, it has been contend- 
ed on hehalf of learned coimsel that in 
view of Sections 120 and 103-B of the 
Art there is double onus upon the plain- 
■ Hff to establish that the lands under the 
aforesaid three plots were their private 
or kamat lands. Clause (3) of Sec. 103-B 
of the Act provides that every entry In 
a record of rights so published shall be 
evidence of the matter referred to in such 
entry and shall be presumed to be correct 
rmtil it is proved by the evidence to be 
incorrect. 

IG. He submitted that It may be true 
that tiic plainlifis’ ancestors and their 
ancestors' co-sharers had at one time 
before passing of the Act, Kamat lands 
in village Kusmaut but the plaintiffs 
have failed to establi.sh that ffie lands 
imder plot Nos. 894 to 897 were Inc part 
and parcel of the same rirat land. He 
urged tJjat it is the admitted case of the 
parties that village Kusm.aut is a _ very 
big village containing several Eadhs In- 
cluding Sirisia and Dudhela^ Bndhs. Re- 
ference may be made to Guido and Glos- 
E.iry to the Survey and Settlement Ope- 
rations Under the Bihar Tenancy Act, 
published under the nuthority of Govem- 


ment of Bi^r, revised in 1937, according 
to which 'Badh' means division of the 
village into different blocks. He sub- 
mtted that according to the parties, the 
under these plots were situate in 
Dudhela Badh, He referred to the evi- 
deime of Ashok Singh who was examined 
^ W. 14, who stated in cross-examina- 
tion that the smt lands are in village 
Dudhela Badh, Similarly, P.W. 27 in cross- 
examination stated that the lands are in 
Dudhela Badh. The plaintiffs have pro- 
duced Ext, 18(a) which is a certified copy 
of registered Thika patta executed by 
Choudhary Ramgulam Singh and others, 
16 annas Maliks of tauzi No. 656 of vil- 
lage Kusmaut, in favour of Mr. George 
Thomas for the years 1276 Fs. to 1284 Fs. 
in order to establish that the plaintiffs’ 
ancestors and the co-sharers of their an- 
cestors, while making the settlement with 
Mr. Thomas, had set apart 200 bighas of 
khudkasht lands for their own cultiva- 
tion which were excluded from the sub- 
ject-matter of settlement with Mr. Tho- 
mas. The document which is marked 
as Ext 18(a) is written in Urdu and has 
been translated into English by High 
Court translator and forms part of the 
paper book, but there was some omission 
in the releiwit portion- Therefore, we 
got the original read over, the relevant 
portion of which reads as follows: — 


"exduding according to law, Meyas 
Dargah Pakiran Jagir Paswan Chanda 
Daran and 25 bighas Kharaur, and 200 
bighas khudkasht land, cul tumble and 
non-culturable in village Hajipur Kus- 
maut and Salimpur appertaining to 
Taluka Nao Kothi.” 


Learned counsel submitted that from 
Ext 18(a), no doubt it is dear that the 
plaintiffs’ ancestors and the co-shai'ers of 
their ancestors had 200 bighas of Idiud- 
kasht land, but from this it cannot be 
ascertained that these lands situated in 
Dudhela Badh, as nowhere In the sale 
deed it is mentioned as to vffiere the 
khudkasht lands dtuated. Therefore, 
according to him, from this deed it can- 
not be ascertained that the lands under 
the three plots mentioned above, v;hlch 
are subjcct-matfer of dispute, were part 
and pared of the aforesaid 200 bighas of 
Ivhudlmsht lands. 


Learned counsel referred fo another 
deed of lease. Ext 18(b). dated 1.3-7-1877 
which wa.s executed by eight annas co- 
sharer. Mod Narain Sbgh on the expira- 
tion of the lease contained under Ext 
18(a), with respect to his share, in village 
Kasmaut and other rtllagcs, in favour of 
the same person Mr. George Thom-as. It 
mnv bo noted that this deed also was 
written in Urdu, whicii wa.s tran.'^Iated 
into English bj* the translator of this 
Court In this deed also, rcg.arding his 
chare, it is dearly mentioned that the 
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Thokadar. Le.. Mr. Thomas, shall have no 
Concern with 100 bighas of former khud- 
kasht land, and 12 bighas and 10 kathas 
of former kharhor land In Badh_ Sirda. 
end jalkar 103 bighas and odd dih land 
situat^ in maiiza Hajipur Kusmaut and 
32 bighas 10 kathas of khudkasht land 
eitoted in mauza Raghunandanpur Dha- 
boU and Salimbagh Chakarda, total area 
in all being 145 bighas of land, jalkar 
and Dih Learned counsel, witlj refer- 
ence to this document, contended that 
this dearly shows that the 100 bighas, 
which were part of the khudkasht land 
as mentioned in Ext 18fal. were situated 
In Badh Sirda. According to him, Ext. 
18(b) dearly supports the case of the 
defendants first party. The lands under 
dispute situated In Badh Dudhela cannot, 
therefore, be said to be a part and pared 
of the khudkasht land owned and possess- 
ed by the plaintiffs’ ancestors or their co- 
sharers. as those khudkasht lands situated 
In Badh Siida. 

On the other hand, learned counsd 
appearing on behalf of the plaintiff-res- 
pondents submitted that Badh Sirsia men- 
tioned in Ext 18(b) refers to the Kharhdr 
land and not to the 100 bighas of khud- 
kasht land. He subcrfitted that it i» eery 
unusual that both culturable and khar- 
bor lands will situate la same Badh Sir- 
tia. 

In my odolon. this subntissian of learn- 
ed counsel cannot be accepted. If really 
khudkasht lands were situated in 
some other Badh. it was expected that 
the executant of the de^ would give 
details as to where those lands dtuated. 
as he has done In the case of 103 bighas 
of jalkar land. It is clearly mentioned 
therein that the jalkar lands are situate 
In village Hajipur Kusmaut & 32 bighas 
10 kathas of khudkasht land In viUage 
Baghunandanpur. Therefore, there was 
no reason why the executant would not 
mention spedfically regarding 100 bighas 
of ^udkasht land as to where it dtuated. 
In the deed it is mentioned that 100 bi- 
ghas of khudkasht land and kharhor land 
dtuated in Badh Slrda. It must be 
dearly understood that the executant 
meant to mention that 100 bighas of 
khudkasht land dtuated In Badh Slrda. 
Even if it is assinned that it Is doubtful 
as to whether Badh Suda refers only to 
kharhor land or to both kharhor Zand as 
well as khudkasht land, the plaintiff-re^ 
pendents cannot take advantage of such 
vagueness in. the deed, which is capable 
of two interpretations, there being heavy 
onus on them to establish that the disput- 
ed lands are part and parcel of the same 
khudkasht lands. 

17. Learned counsel for the appdlants 
further referred to Ext. 3(m) which Is a 
l^buliat dated 11-3-1881 in favour of Mr. 
Thomas, executed by Choudhaiy Bam- 


gulam Singh and Jagdeo Singh, the ances- 
tors of the plaintiffs, who' had taken 
Thika of eight annas share given to ilr. 
Thomas by Mod Narain Singh mder the 
lease. Ext 18(b). Ext 3(m) is written 
In Urdu and has been translated Into 
I^Ush by tr ans lator of this Court T.ike 
E:^ 18(b). Ext 3(m) also mentioned that 
**the Katkanedars shall have no concern 
with one hundred bighas of former khud- 
kasht land, and with 12i bighas of former 
kharaur land. Badh Sirsia. jalkar, fishery 
tight and dih kadim in mauza Hajipur 
Kusmaut aforesaid”. Re also drew our 
attention to Ext 18. Thika Patta executed 
by Raghubans Narain Singh and another 
to Jagdeo Narain Singh alia^ Jaipragas 
Narain Singh, dated the 5lh Chait 1288 
equivalent to 20th Mardi. 1881. By this 
deed the executants executed TTiika patta 
In respect of the whole and entire four 
annas out of sixteen annas share in mauza 
Hajipur Kusmaut including all zamindarl 
lights and appurtenances after excluding 
16 bighas and 5 kathas of land sittiate In 
mauza Raghunandanpur and Salcmpur 
otherwise known as Dhabuli and 60 bi- 
ghas of land situate in mauza Hajipur 
Kusmaut constituting old khudkaslit l^d 
and 6 bighas 5 kath^ of kharhaur land 
within the said mauza according to pro- 
portionate share, known as Badh Sir^ 
and Dih land in the mauza as their share 
00 partition and Jalkar of a&re- 

aaid. 

17. He then referred to Ext S(LJ,. 
which being a counterpart of Ext 18. Is 
a kabuliat executed by Jagdip Nai^ 
Singh alias Jai Pragash Narain Si ngh to 
Raghubans Narain Singh and others, 
dated 5th Chait 1288 fasH corresponding 
to 20th March, 1881, the relevant portion 
of which reads; — 

With all rights In the Items of 

aunlndari. on excluding }6 bighas 5 
dhurs of land, situate at Raghu- 

nandanpur and Salempur otherwise 
knuwn as Dhapanni. and SO bighas of 
land situate at mauza Hajipur Kusmaut 
being old khudkasht landL and 6 Mghaq 
5 kathas of kharaur land in the said 
mauza in accordance with proportionate 
share, known as Badh Sir^ and dih 
land In the said mouza 

18. Learned counsel for the appellants 
urged that all these documents clearly 
indicate that the khudkasht land dtuated 
In Badh Sirsia. In my opinion, at least 
with reference to these documents It 

be said with certainty that at any rate 
these documents do not indicate tliat the 
khudkasht lands sitimted In Badh Du- 
tihela. 

19. Learned counsel drew our atten- 
tion to paragraph 26 of the judgment of 
the Court below where the learned 
Judge also observed that those bonds 
mentioned above were not at all helpful 
for co ming to a decision that plot Nos. 
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895 to 897 were included under 200 bi- 
ghas of land. Learned counsel submitted 
that the learned Judge, however, erred in 
coming to a decision that these three 
plots were part and parcel of 200 bighas 
of khudkasht lands, by taking into evi- 
dence certain inadmissible documents. In 
this comection he referred to Ext. 26(a) 
which is deposition of Srilal who gave 
his evidence in Second Appeal 682 of 
1892. He was patwari of Tliomas 
till ^e year 1287 fasli. In paragraph 3 
of his deposition he stated that since the 
year 1276 till the year 1284 fasli, hfr. 
Thomas was the Thikadar of the whole 
sixteen annas share of the mauza. After 
the year 1284 Mr. Thomas was Thikadar 
of eight annas share. He had the Thika 
for the years 1285 to 1299. Four annas 
of Babu Raghubans Narain Singh and 
four annas share of Babu Jagdeo Narain 
Singh were in khas possession. In para- 
graph 9 of the deposition he stated that 
Babu Raghubans Narain Singh had khud- 
kasht 12 or 13 bighas in Badh Dudhela, 
12 bighas in Badh Bodi, 11 or 12 bighas 
in Badh Gamhi Kist and 12 or 13 bighas 
in Badh Tulheria Learned Judge has 
placed much reliance on this exhibit in 
order to support the case of the plaintiff- 
respondents that the khudkasht lands 
were in Badh Dudhela, as he has observ- 
ed that fortimately the plaintiffs have 
filed deposition of SrilaL Learned coun- 
sel contended that the deposition of Sri- 
lal under Ext. 26(a) is inadmissible in 
evidence, as it is hit by the pro’.'isions 
contained imder proviso to Section 33 of 
the Indian Evidence Act, 1872, which 
dearly lays down that in order to make 
a deposition in a prior proceeding aamis- 
sible, it must be shown that the first pro- 
ceeding was between the same parties, 
or their representetives-in-mtereri. In 
the instant case, Srilak by no stretch of 
imagination can be said to be the repre- 
sentative of the plaintiff-respondents or 
of their ancestors or their co-shorers. 
Admittedly he was Patwari, an employee, 
of Mr.' Thomas. 

20. Learned counsel appearing on be- 
half of the respondents, however, urged 
that Srilal may be treated as the repre- 
sentative of the plaintiffs’ ancestors as 
he was employee of klr. Thomas, who 
was the mortgagee of the plaintiffs’ ances- 
tors. In that view it may be said that 
SriLal was the representative of me 
ancestors of the plaintiffs. 

In my opinion, this contention of learn- 
ed counsel for the respondents cannot be 
accepted. Srilal cannot be treatj^ m 
representative of the ancestors ci me 
pl.nintiffs. I hold that Ext 2C(a) vas in- 
admissible in evidence and the learned 
Judge erred in taldng it in ewdenre. 

21 Learned counsel for the apr-c-llante 
then referred to Ext 21. which is a pea- 


tiou dated 8-5-1894, filed by one Har- 
dayal Singh, who was one of the tenants, 
who had filed the said petition against 
Jagdeo Narain _ Singh, ancestor of the 
plaintiffs, aReging that Jagdeo Narain 
Singh wanted to take forcible possesrion 
over his raiyati lands. In that petition 
he has shown his raiyati lands imder 
t^ee blocks in Dudh^ Badh. "WMle 
giving the details and hoimdaries of his 
each block of raiyati lands, he has men- 
tioned towards south "khudkasht Jot 
zirat of Babu Sia Prasad Singh and Babu 
Mod Narain Singh”. The learned Judge 
in paragraph 29 of his Judgment has taken 
it as an important piece of evidence, in 
favour of the plaintiffs in order to show 
that the zirat lands were in Dudhela 
Badh, Learned counsel on behalf of the 
appellants contended that this also is in- 
admissible in evidence under Sec. 32(3) 
of the Evidence Act In order to find 
support, he relied on a Full Bench deci- 
sion of this Court in Soney Lall Jha v. 
Darbdeo Narain Singh, AIR 1935 Pat 167, 
where their Lordships observed that the 
stat^ents of boundaries in. documents 
of title between tliird parties are not ad- 
missible under Section 32(3) of the Evi- 
dence Act. Such a statement cannot be 
said to be necessarily and prima facie 
against the proprietary interest of the 
person making it In that view ci the 
matter, in my opinion, the contention of 
learned counsel for the appellants has 
got to be accepted and the learned Judge 
committed an error in taking Ext 21 in 
evidence. 

22. It follows that both with regard 
to Ext 26(a) and Ext. 21 the learned 
Additional Subordinate Judge has mis- 
directed himself in law. One cannot help 
saying that if he had only cared to look 
into the relevant provisions of the Evi- 
dence Act and followed what was held in 
the Full Bench decision of this Court re- 
ported in AIR 1935 Pat 167 (supra), the 
error would have been avoided. 

23. Further, in order to establish that 
the three plots of land were nart of the 
zirat lands whicli were in ihidiicla Bad^ 
the learned Judge relied upon thr evi- 
dence of Gauri Shankar Prasad, who was 
examined as P.W. 49 in Title Suit Nos. 

44 and 46. He gave his age to be about 
76 years in 1959, wlien he deposed oefore 
the Court below. He was an employee 
of AJodhya Prasad of Nno Kothi .•-ince he 
was 15 years old. He depos/'d that 
Aiodhya Prasad. Jagdeo Narain Si.ngh and 
Shoo Prasad had lands in village Kus- 
maul. Those lands were k.hudk.ar.ht 
lands. Mod Narain Singh, Pvaghubans 
Narain. Choudhnr^- Ramgulam Singh and 
Jagnarain had given 16 .mnr.s interfs-t Irs 
village Kusmaut and other vilLigt.s In 
Thika to Mr. Thom.as, He furtlK-r ftnted 
that they had kept 200 bighas ol k)u:d- 
kaslji land of village Kusmaut sn tlitlr 
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posses^n. They personally cultivated 
200 bighas of land -with their ploufA and 
ox. The village was given In Thika In 
the year 1867. It Is this witness, who 
proved Exts. 18(al and 18(b). He further 
deposed that he knew the 75 bighas of 
Iflprt of I5udhela Badh In dispute.^ Fifty- 
five bighas out of 75 bighas in suit were 
covered under 200 biglm of lands which 
were not given in lease. Fifty-five bighas 
of lands were measured under plot Nos. 
895. 896 and 897. 

Plot Nos. 895, 896 and 897 are khud- 
kasht lands of the landlords. Learned 
counsel appearing on behalf of the ap- 
pellants urged tiiat the court below 
ought not to have relied on his ewdenee. 
He has drawn our attention to a portion 
of his deposition in the cross-examination, 
wherein he stated that the papers of the 
Estate of Ajodhya Prasad would not show 
that he was his manager or servant. Fur- 
ther. he stated that he began to study 
at the age of 6 years and passed middle 
vernacular at the age of 11 years. He 
gave up his studies in 1899. He had read 
Hindi. The papers which he had proved 
were written in Urdu He was not pre- 
sent when the leases or sub-leases were 
executed. Learned counsel urged that 
as he did not know Urdu, he was not a 
competent witness to prove Ext 18fa) 
and Ext 18(b) which were admittedly 
written In Urdu Further, he drew our 
attention to another portion of the cross- 
examination, where the witness stated 
that he could not say the khata and 
khasra numbers of the 200 bighas of lands 
which were not tiven in the lease. At 
another place In cross-examination ' he 
stated that Alodhya Prasad had borne 
the expenses of his education. Therefore, 
In my opinion, this witness does not 
appear to be an independent and reliable 
witness. Hence, much reliance cannot be 
placed on his ewdence. 

24. Learned counsel on behalf of the 
respondents, however, referred to another 
Tfi 4inr.nna^f& X 'whinh., 

according to him, clearly indicates that 
the three plots were part* and parcel of 
the khudkasht land, which were . ' Badh 
Dudhela. In this connection he referred 
to Ext. 3(t) which is a kahuliat dated 15- 
6-1927 executed by Eirday Narain Singh, 
grandfather of Eamdiaritar Singh defen- 
dant No. 12) and father of Kamsagar 
Singh (defendant No. 11). who were 
members of defendants first party, in 
favour of Raj Bajeshwar Prasad (brother 
of p^giTiHff No. 1) and others. It may be 
noted that by this kabuliat, Hirday Narmn 
had taken settlement, for a limited period, 
for a term of 5 years from 1335 Fasli to 
1339 Farii, 4 bighas. 14 kalbas and 17 
dhurs of zirat lands as per boundary 
given in the deed, which were portions of 
the khudkasht lands belonging to Chou- 
dhary Raj Raleshwar Prasad and Babu 


Lai Prasad Singh end others, Ihe further 
ledtal in the said kahuliat Is that the 
eaid land was under the possession of the 
proprietors and his representatives-In- 
Interest as khudkasht land, and they were 
determined in survey operation as the 
bakasht interest of uie aforesaid proprie- 
tor. It is also mentioned therein' that 
ihe executants of the kabuliat s hall not 
change the feature and the status of the 
atoresaid kamat Ian d. «?, This kahuliat re- 
lates to the portion of land of plot No. 
895. Learned couns^ for the respon- 
dents then referred to 3 (a). This 
was also a kabuliat dated 15-6-1926 exe- 
cuted by Ramparsan Singh, father of 
Bacha Singh, defendant No. 1, a member 
of the defendants first party, to Chou- 
dhary Raj Rajeshwar Prasad, brother of 
ihe plaintiff. 

According to this kabuliat he had taken 
eettiement of 4 bighas 19 kathas and 17 
dhurs of zirat land in ^age Kusmaut 
and in this exhibit wmilar redtal is 
made as in Ext. 3 (t). This relates to a 
portion of plot No. 895. It also relates 
to a portion of plot No. 991 which is not 
relevant for the disposal of this appeaL 
Ee further referred to Ext. 3(n), This 
was also executed by Ramparsan Singh 
In favour of Cboudnary Raj .Rajeshwar 
Sin^ on 27-7-1927, Similar - redtal Is 
made In this deed also. Zn this kabuliat 
eettiement was made In favour of the 
executant for 8 bighas 2 kathas and 16 
dhurs of zirat land in the Mmo village 
Haiipur Kusmaut In tills deed alto 
dmliar redtal has been made. It relates 
to a portion of plot No. 895 and other two 
plots 855 and 991; the latter two plots are 
not relevant so far this- appeal Is con- 
cerned, He drew our attention to Ext 
3 (o) which is also a kahuliat dated 17-7- 
1935 executed by Sitaram Singh, who 
was one of the farzidars of defendants 
first party as held by the Court below. 
Sitaram is also father of Ch^dradeo 
Singh, defendant No. 13. and Satnarain 
dA-VuniaA ■^. W{i,, 'wNa, 
members of the defendants second party. 
It is for a period of 7 years ' in favour 
of Choudhary Raj Rajeshwar Prasad 
Singh. It is ^th respect to 32 bighas and 
3 kathas of land situated in Hajipur Kus- 
maut In this deed also similar redt^ 
is made regarding the nature of the land 
as kamat land. Further, an undertaking 
Is given therein, by the executant that 
he shall not acQuire any title to the said 
kamat land, and on the expiry of lease 
he would give up possession to the lessor, 
’ Le.. to the proprietor. It is also stated 
therein that the executant shall not ae- 
qidre occupancy right in the land. It Is 
also stated that the executant had exe- 
cuted the kabuliat by making the adsois- 
don of all stipulations and reading it 
and by getting it read over and explain- 
ed to him, so that the sam^. may be used 
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"when, required. This kabuliat relates to 
the portion of lands • in plots Nos. 895, 

896 and 897; and in the boundary portion 
towards south, it is mentioned toudkasht 
lands of malik. 

Learned counsel for the respondents 
contended that these kabuliats, which 
have been executed by the ancestors of 
the defendants first pardy, and defendants 
second party, who were their farzidars, 
estop the defendants first party from 
challenging the lands in plots Nos. 895 to 

897 as kamat lands. These deeds con- 
tain their own statement and are binding 
on defendants first party. The kabuliats, 
according to him, conclusively establi^ 
that the lands under these plots were the 
kamat lands of the plaintifis and they 
were part and parcel of the 200 bighas 
which were zirat lands of the plaintifis’ 
ancestors, and the co-sharers of their an- 
cestors. 

25. On the other hand, learned coim- 
sel appearing on behalf of the appellants 
submitted that in those documents also it 
is not mentioned that the lands imder 
the three plots were part and parcel of 
the 200 bighas of zirat lands mentioned 
in Ext. 18(a); nor they an 3 nvhere indicate 
that the zirat lands situated in Badh 
Dudhela, nor they mentioned that those 
zirat lands by mistake were mentioned as 
bakasht lands in the survey record of 
rights. All these kabuliats were prepar- 
ed by the lessors, who got them executed 
by the lessees, who were not aware with 
meaning of kamat, zirat or khudkasht 
lands. 

He relied on a decision of the Privy 
Ck)xmcil in Eadha Krishna Thakurji v. 
Eaghunandan Sinh^ AIR 1935 PC 47. 
The case which their Lordships of the 
Privy Cocmcil were considering, also 
related to admission made in the kabuliat 
by the respondents that the lands were 
the private lands of the appellants. The 
Subordinate Judge held that the terms of 
the kabuliat showed that the lands were 
let to tlie respondents for the purpose of 
crdtivation and they were the private 
lands of the appellants. On appeal, this 
High Court agreed that the _ lands were 
let for the purpose of cultivation, but 
their Lordships of this Court difiered 
from the learned Judge’s conclusion as 
to the private lands, and_ they allows 
the appeal. Hence, aggrieved by the 
oi^er of the High Court an appeal was 
filc-d to the Pricy Council and their Lord- 
ships at page 48 observed: 

"On the question of private lands, it Is 
the duty of the Court, as provided in 
S. 320. Tenancy Act, to presume that land 
is not a proprietor’s private land until the 
contrary is showm Further the lands in 
suit are entered in the survey khatian 
completed in 1899, as 'proprietor’s ba- 
kashV. and tl'.cir Lordships agree with the 


High Court that the 'Guide and Glossary 
to the Stp^ey and Settlement Operations 
in this District’, which were published iu 
1907, and the 'Final Report of the Survey 
and Settlementi, published in 1926, make 
clear that the entry in the Record of 
Rights negatives the appellants’ conten- 
tion, md is entitled to the statutory pre- 
sumption of its correctness. The report 
also states the term 'zirat’ is locally ap- 
plied to aU land in the possession of the 
proprietor, irrespective of whether it is 
truly zirat, or private land, within the 
meaning of the statute. For this reason, 
their Lordships agree with the High 
Court that the adniission in the kabuliat 
of 1914 that the lands were Tthudkasht’ 
that cannot be accepted as a clear admis- 
sion they were not only in the possession 
of the appellants but v/ere also zirat, or 
private land 

Learned coimsel further contended that 
these recitals are not admissible in evi- 
dence and at any rate not much value 
can be attached to these recitals. 

26. To repel these contentions, learned 
coimsel for the respondents referred to 
the kabuliat, Ext 3{o), to show that the 
executant was familiar with the terms 
'Kamat* as well as Tdiudkasht land’ and 
the difference between the two. because 
in that very deed he mentioned the kamat 
land in the body of the deed, and while 
giving the boimdaries of the kamat lands 
towards the south he mentioned "khud- 
kasht lands of the malik”. That obvious- 
ly indicates that he W’as familiar with the 
terms. Besides, in the kabuliat it is men- 
tioned that the same was read over and 
explained to the executant before he 
executed the deed. Learned counsel re- 
ferred to a decision of the Supreme Court 
in Harihar Prasad Singh v. Deonarain 
Prasad. AIR 1936 SC 305 where their 
Lordships w’ere dealing with similar ques- 
tions regarding the proprietors’ private 
land as contemplated under Sec. 120(2) 
of the Bihar Tenancy Act, as well os vith 
regard to the presumption of correctness 
of ent^ made under Section 103-B of 
the said Act. At page 308 their Lord- 
ships while dealing with the case observ- 
ed that in tliat case some oral evidence 
was adduced by both the sides as to the 
character of the lands, but it was too 
vague and interested to be of much value. 
Therefore, their Lordships conconlmtcd 
only on the documentary’ evidence adduc- 
ed by the parties and their Lordships at 
page SOS in paragraph 5 observed: 

"The earliest document bearing on the 
question is ErJiibit 1. w’nich is a mortgn.ge 
deed executed by the previous ovT.cnv 
Firangi Eai and others, to Ha.rbans Karain 
Singh on 10“'-lf93 over a portion of She 
niit lands. Therein it is red tod that tijo 
mortgagors "mortgage, hypothecate and 
render liable tJie properties conrtiluUng 
the proprietary mul'-arnri interest, with 
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all the zamindaii rights and claims In- 
cluding the Tdiudkasht kamat lands*.” 

The word 'khudkasht* means personal 
cultivation, and that is a neutral expres- 
aon, which might include both private 
lands and bakasht lands, that is to say, 
r^yati lands, which had come into the 
possession of the proprietor by surrender, 
abandonment or otherwise. But the word 
*kamat' has a definite connotation, and 
means private lands (Vide S. 116, Biha r 
Tenancy Act). 


If the recital in Exhibit 1 Is to be ac- 
cepted as correct, the lands were on that 
date in the personal cultivation of the 
proprietor as private lands 

Their Lordships in the same paragraph 
further observed: — 

” These redtals are of conrider- 

able importance as they occur in deeds 
inter partes. The respondents are right 
in contending that they cannot be regain- 
ed as adirdisions by the mortgagees as 
the deeds were executed by the mort- 
gagors; but they are certainly admissible 
under S. 13, E^ence Act, as assertions 
of title, and as it is under these docu- 
ments that the first party defendants 
claim, their probative value as against 
them and as against the second party 
defendants who claim under them u 
high." 

Learned counsel further submitted that 
In this case the plalntiS-respondents have 
been able to rebut the presumption which 
was available to the appellants tmder 
Ss. 120 (2) and I03-B of the Act and, 
that they have been able to discharge 
their onus by adducing the evidence 
under Ext. 3 series. In tlUs connection 
be relied on the same judgment of the 
Simreme Court where their Lordships at 
page 309 in paragraph 6 observed: — 
"Now, what is the evidence adduced by 
the defendants to rebut the inference to 
be drawn from them? None. They 
simply trust to the presumptions in their 
favoxir enacted in Ss. 120(2) and 103-B 
of the Act to non-suit the pZamtr&. Bat 
these are rebxrttable presumptions, and 
they have, in our opinion, been rebutted 
by the evidence In the suit, which is all 
one way.” 


But. in my opiition. the facta and dr- 
cumstances in the case reported in AIR 
1956 SC 305 (supra) were different From 
the above it is clear that there was not 
sufficient evidence adduced on behalf of 
the defendants to resist the evidence of 
rebuttal. Their Lordships. In that case 
had not laid down the general prindple 
indicating drcumstances. under which 
the burfen of proof shall be disdiarged 
or the statutory presumption shall be 
displaced. In my omition, whether the 
statutory presumption attaching to an 
entry in the survey record of rights has 
b«n properly displaced or cot, most 
depend on the facts of eadr case. In the 


instant case, the earliest documents which 
came Into existence before the survey 
record of rights, which were prepared In 
1908. were Exts. 18, l&(a), 18(b). 3(m) and 
3(L). We have already seen that from 
these exhibits It cannot be said with cer- 
tainty that the lands under plots Nos. 
89S, 896 and 897 were part and parcel of 
the zirat lands, which were In possession 
of the plaintiffs* ance^rs or their ances- 
tors' co-sharers. These documents do 
not indicate where those private lands 
were rituated. Their boundaries are not 
given. Admittedly, in the years 1867 
and 1881. when these documents were 
executed, the lands were not surveyed. 
Therefore, no plot number could have 
been given. But, nonetheless, it was 
essential to indicate clearly as to where 
those proprietors’ private lands were 
situated; more so. because those lands 
were not simvey^ When we refer to 
the documents Exts, 18(b). 3(m) and 3(L) 
there are certain indications which lead 
to the conclusion that the lands were 
situated in SIrsia Badh as mentioned ear- 
lier. Even if it is assumed that Badh 
Siisia refers to Kharhor I^d and it does 
not refer to the zirat lands, in the drcum- 
Btances of the uncertainty, in the Instant 
case, there Is heavy onus on the plaintiff- 
respondents to establish that the lands 
under the three plots were pari and par- 
cel of the same zirat lands, which existed 
in the years 1867 and 1881. 

In my opinion, those documents are not 
helpful to the plaintiff-respondents is dis- 
placing the statutory presumption con- 
tained under Sections 103-B (3) and 
120(2) of the Bihar Tenancy Act. Admit- 
tedly, it Is the case at the plaintiffs that 
the disputed land situated in Badh Du- 
dhela. as per evidence led in the trial 
Court, referred to earlier. If we refer to 
schedule A to the plaint, while giving 
description of the land imder dispute, it 
Is specifically mentioned by the plaintiffs 
that the lands in dispute situated in vil- 
lage Bajipur Kusmaut Badh JagdishpuT. 
This Indicates that the plaintiffs were 
themselves not certain where those pro- 
prietors' private lands situated. Admit- 
tedly, village Kusmaut, as mentioned 
earlier, included several Badha. Accord- 
iiu? to the case of the plaintiffs, after the 
proprietors' private lands were surveyed, 
by mistake, they were recorded as ba- 
kasht lands in the survey record of rights, 
wWdi was prepared in 1808. The plain- 
tiffs have not given satisfactory reasons 
as to why they allowed the mistake to 
continue in the survey record of rights, 
and took no step to rectify those mistakes; 
so much so that even in the documents 
contained imder Ext. 3 series referred to 
above, there is no mention regarding the 
mistake having crept In. in the survey 
record of rights. In my opinion, even 
the docum^ts contained under Ext. 3 
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series, on which much reliance has been 
placed on behalf of the plaintiff-respon- 
dents, do not help them in displacing the 
statutory presumption- It has been hdd 
in Sivarama Iyer v. Subramonia Iyer, 
Am 1953 Trav-Co 417 at p. 421 by Koshi, 
C. J. and Govinda Pillai, J.: — 

" Belying on the dedsion of the 

Judicial Comnaittee of the Privy Council 
In Banga Chandra v. Jagat Kishore, /JB, 
1916 PC 110, it had been laid down in 
TEsekldmadan Nadan v, Chellamma Na- 
dachi’. (1937) 27 Ih’av LJ 44 that a red- 
tal in a deed or other instrument is in 
some cases evidence against the party 
who makes it but it is no more evidence 
as against other persons than any other 

stat^ent would be 

Therefore, even if those documents are 
admissible much evidentiary value cannot 
be attached to them, in the facts and dr- 
cumstances of the case. The legal terms 
and the conditions, most favotirable to 
the lessors, xirged in the document under 
Ext. 3 series, dearly indicate that the 
documents were drafted at the instance 
of the lessors, who have taken too much 
of precaution to safeguard their rights 
in the lands which were subject matter 
of the lease in those documents. If really 
those lands were proprietors’ private 
lands or kamat lands, they were amply 
protected xmder Section 116 of the Bihar 
Tenancy Act. It was not necessary for 
the lessors to have taken such precau- 
tion. That also creates grave suspidon 
as to whether those lands were really 
proprietors’ private lands. It is note- 
worfty that even though the lands were 
In reality being settled vdth the defen- 
dants, extra precaution was taken by 
getting kabuliats from persons who were 
relations of the defendants. This shows 
that the lessors were afraid that if the 
lands were settled with the_ defendants 
who had other raiyati lands in the village 
accjuisition of occupancy rights would be 
easier. ’This fact also indicates that the 
lands were really bakasht lands and not 
nij jote or drat. It is well settled that 
statutory presumptions are displaced to 
cogent evidence. In Halsbury’s Laws of 
England, Third Edition, Volume 15. at 
page 343, imder the heading "Effect of 
rebuttable presumptions of law”, it Is 
mentioned; — 

'< The nature of a presumption 

of law is that the Court treats as esta- 
blished some fact of which no eindence 
has been given, and when rebuttable. It 
can have no weight capable of being put 
In the balance again-st opposing cddence 
which is boliewJd. It doe.s not follow that 
such a presumption mav be rebutted In 
every ca-se by any eddence however 
slight. The rebutting evidence must be 

TOitsidcred on its merits 

Therefore, in mv opinion, the plnmtifl- 
respondents failed to displace tiso statu- 


tory presumption contained under Sec- 
ffons 103-B (3) and 120 (2) of the Act. 
^us. the findings of the Court below 
that the lands under the three plots, 
namely, 895 to 897 were the proprietors’ 
private lands and the survey entries 
showing these lands as bakasht were in- 
correct, cannot be accepted. Conse- 
quently. the other findings that the plain- 
ufe were entitled to recover lands under 
plots Nos. 895. 896 and 897; that they 
were entiffed to mesne profits, and that 
the plaintiffs were entitled to recover 
Bs. 2,778/- from the defendants first party, 
being the proportionate amount of sale 
proceeds, which was deposited in Court 
during the pendency of the case imder 
Section 145 of the Code of C riminal Pro- 
cedure and which was withdrawn by the 
defendants first party, also cannot be sus- 
tained. These findings are, therefore, set 
aside and the judgment and the decree of 
the Court below are modified to that 
extent. 


As regards the land under plot No. 894, 
It has been already mentioned earlier 
that the Court below held that the land 
imder the said plot was bakasht land. 
The Court below considered the dispute 
between the plaintiffs and the defendants 
first party regarding the land in the said 
plot in paragraphs 166 to 168 of its judg- 
ment, and held that the defendants fii^ 
party were not in possession of plot No. 
894. They w^ere not able to prove that 
they had taken oral settlement of the 
entire lands in the year 1932 and their 
story of the oral settlement W’as not ac- 
cepted by the Court below. After due 
consideration the Court below held that 
they have not acquired any title with 
respect to the lands in plot No. 894- 
Therefore, it held that the plaintiffs were 
entitled to recover the land under plot 
No. 894. Learned counsel appearing on 
behalf of the appellants has not placed 
before us any evidence either oral or 
documentary, to satisfy that the said 
findings of the Court below were Incor- 
rect In that view of the matter, the 
finding regarding plot No. 894 by the 
Court below is accepted, and I hold that 
the plaintiff-respondents are entitled to 
recover disputed land in plot No. 894 
from the defendants first party. 

27. Now I turn to the consideration of 
point No. fill. Learned counsel for tiie 
appellants urged that the defendants fir.st 
party are the settled raiyats of the vil- 
lage, and since the finding of the Court 
below is that they were in porscr.sion over 
the lands in the three plots, viz.. 895 to 897 
they have acauired occunanev' ri.ghl over 
those Lands. In order to show that they 
were the fettled raivats of the village, 
learned counsel hfl.s drawn our .attention 
to the evidence of E.atcshwar Singh frW. 
18) who h.as stated In crow-fr.a.'nl'i.atlon 
tliaf Bach.a Singh ha-s got ancestral bads 
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FULL BENCH 

N, L. UNTWALIA, TARKESHWAR NATH 
AND K. B. N. SINGH, JJ. 

Sarjug Singh and others, Appellants v. 
Basisth Singh and others, Respondents. 

A. F. O. O. No. 175 of 1962 and No. 6 
of 1964 and A. F. A. O. No. 248 of 1964, 
D/- 10-1-1968, from decisions of 2nd 
Addl. S. J. Muzaffarpur, D/-9-6-1962, 1^ 
AddL S. J. Patna, D/- 10-10-1963 ^d 
Addl. Dist. J. Darbhanga, D/-14-7-196A 
Civil P. C. (1908), Ss. 11, 47 — Res 
hidicata — ApplicabUity to execution pro- 
ceedings — Principles of res juicata and 
constructive res judicata apply to execu- 
tion proceedings — Apphcation by judg- 
ment-debtor under Sec. 47 d^missed in 
default — Fresh application not barred — 
air 1947 Pat 298 partly O^f^cd^ I^a- 
Eoning of Rai, J. in AIR 1950 Not 

anoroved; AIR 1955 Orissa 81 & ATO 1961 
(Wssa 86; AIR 1964 Orissa 107 & AIR 1967 
Orissa 38, Dissented from. 

Though in terms the provisions of Se^ 
Hon 11 of the Code are not apphcable to 
execution proceedings, prinaples of r^ 
judicata as also of constructive res judi- 
cata are applicable to execution proceed- 
ings imder appropnate ^cumstraces m 
subsequent executions of the same ^^o^e 
OT at Cerent stages of t^ame execution 
case, AIR 1962 Pat 72 (FB). FolL^^^^ 

• The order of dismissal of an appli^Hon 
un^ Son 47 of fte Co'le byjh^ 
SudemmWeWm ■" or m his 

Ssi-°s can ba said fo 

bar™ decided, neither eOTcessly nor Im- 

cliS 

^ror'^acrSthWoSht 

S°nofatpllcSl'e ” CS 

There is no specific projvnaon m ^ 

‘r^JS'iecK e‘’|X 

SSd?^ot ttfinheJStV^^^ 

SfcStrt M the Coert must necmsan ? 

fr nrsf pa°rra-”S“it”£S 

default of the par^- ^ order which 
dlddcs^aw''?Sint of 

SSm? ELoi,S“'SScn“?rsS? oSr 
ptlL u™ p‘ 'srSe“s 

^'fsiiit ot the judem ent-qebtor or at any 


time thereafter and before the filing of 
the second application, AIR 1947 Pat 298 
partly Overruled. Reasoning of Rai, J. in 
AIR 1950 Pat 354, Not approved; AIR 1955 
Orissa 81 & AIR 1961 Orissa 86, AIR 1964 
Orissa 107 & AIR 1967 Orissa 38, Dissent- 
ed from, (Paras 4, 5. 7, 15) 

It cannot be said that merely because 
the decree-holder was directed to file fresh 
requisites for issue of sale proclaination, 
by necessary implication the objection of 
the judgment-debtor was overruled. The 
Court cannot be said to have come to a 
decision by passing an order that the pro- 
perty in question is liable to be sold 
without adjudication of the objection rais- 
ed by the judgment-debtor in the nuscel- 
laneous case while keeping it pending. In 
such a situation, it must be held that the 
order made by the executing Court wiU 
always be subject to the ultimate decision 
in the miscellaneous case, (Para 17) 

"Where the order directed in execution 
of the decree, attachment of the sale pro- 
ceeds in another ^ecution case the order 
by necessary implication decided that the 
decree under execution was not invalid, 
was fit to be executed and execution was 
directed to proceed by attachment of a 
considerable sum of money l^ng in deposit 
in another execution case in furtherance 
of the present execution. The order clearly 
brings about a bar on the pnnaple of 
constructive res judicata. (Para 2b) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 

(1967) AIR 1967 Orissa 38 (V 54) = 

HR (1964) Cut 494, Ramchandra 
Nahaka v. Bharat Eana 11 

(1964) AIR 1964 Orissa 107 (V 51)= 

30 Cut LT 262, Gundicha Padhano 
V Parrati Podhanuni 11 

(1962) Am 1962 Cal 272 (\’' 49), 
Bishwanath Kimdu v. Sm. Subala 
Dassi 

(1962) Am 1962 Pat 72 (V 49) = 

1962 BLJR 110 (FB), Baijnath 
Prasad Sah v. Ramphal Sahni 3. 

4, 8, 19, 21 

(1961) Am 1961 SC 1457 (V 48) = 

1962-1 SCR 737, Daryao v. State 
of U. P. 

(1961) AIR 1961 Orissa 86 (V 48). 

Sori Dibya v. Kanhucharan Rath 11 
(1958) AIR 1958 Panj 339 45). 

Hazura Singh v. Jewon Singh 11. 12 
(1955) AIR 1955 Orissa 81 (V 42) - 
ILR (1955) Cut 31, Simhadn Sahu 
V. Balaji Padhi 

(1950) AIR 1950 Pat 35-1 (V o7). 
Bhagwati Prasad Sah v, Raahj 
Kishun Sah ^ 10, 11, r- 

(1M7) AIR 1947 Pat 298 (V ?A) - 
ILR 25 Pat 395, Pvamnarain Singh 
V, Easucco Singh 2, 5, 8, 10, 21_, 


11 


16. 17. 


25 


(1941) Am 19 U Mad 440 (V 2/;) 

' loH-1 Mad U 270, Des.-'y-i \cni:at- 
ranga Rcddi v. P.iralm Chinna 
Sitlirunma “i 
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(1936) AIR 1936 All 21 (V 23) - 
ILR 58 All 313 (FB), Gendalal v. 

Hazuri 1^1 21 

(1932) AIR 1932 Lah 643 (1) (V 19) 

“ 141 Ind Gas 620, Kiahna v. 

Siindar 12 

(1924) AIR 1924 Pat 122 (V 11) - 
ILR 2 Pat 759, Jago Mahton v. 
Khirodhar Ram 8, 9 

(1921) AIR 1921 PC 23 CV 8) =■ 

48 Ind Cas 45, Raja of Ramnad 
V. Veltisami Tevar 20 

0891) ILR 13 All 53 « 17 Ind App 
150 (PC), Radha Prasad Singh v. 
lial Sahab Rai 4 

(1882) ILR 8 Cal 51 = 8 Ind App 
123 (PC). Mungul Pershad Dichit 
V. Girja Kant Lahari 9, 21 

B. P. Samaiyar, for Appellants; Kedar 
Nath Verma, for Respondent (in M. A. 
No. 175/62): S. C Sinha, Ambika Kant 
Slnha and KamUpatL Singh, for Appellant; 
S. K. Sarkar and K. N. Rao. for Respon- 
dents (in No. 6/64); Ashwini Kumar Siolui, 
for Appellant; Lalnarayan Sinha and Ram 
Nand^ Sahai S inha, for Respondent da 
No. 248/64). 

UNTWALIA, J. j — All these three inb- 
cellaneoua appeals referred to Full Bench 
have been heard together as the comatoo 
Question of law Involved In them Is whe- 
ther riigmiwi q{ a judgment-debtor’s ap- 
plication under Section 47 of the Code of 
Civil Procedure hereinafter called the 
Code in his default Is a bar to the main- 
tainability of an identical or a similar ap- 
plication by the judgment-debtor on the 
prindples of res judicata. 

2. By order dated 13th of April. 1967 
B. K. Choudhary and G. N. Prasad, JJ., 
referred mlscellweous appeal 175 of 1962 
to a larger Bench as In respect of the 
point aforesaid there was a conSict of 
views exp r essed in two Bench dedtions 
of this Court, namely, Bamnarain Singh v. 
Basudeo Singh. AIR 1947 Pat 293 and 
Bhagwati Pr^d Sah v, Radha Kisun Sab. 
iI5> VhVh Pi*. 7,14. Sartst. tisis vraa. aja, ap- 
peal from an original order, obviously the 
reference was under Rule 3, Chaptir V 
of the Patna High Court Rules, and only 
the questions of law coxdd be referred. 
No question for answer by the Full B^ch 
was, however, framed by the Division 
Bendu Miscellaneous Appeal 248 of 19M 
which is an appeal from an appellate 
order, in view of the earlier reference to 
the Full Bench in miscellaneous appeal 175 
of 1962 as also’ because of the coi^ct be- 
tween the two Bench dedsions of this 
Court, was also referred to a larger Bench 
by K^ratna Singh and Shambhu Prasad 
Singh, JJ., on the 10th of July, 1967. 
Since this is a miscellaneous second ap- 
peal. manifestly the reference was Under 
Rule 2. Chapter V of the Patna High 
Court Buies, and, therefore, not only tiie 
point of law but the whole case was for 
decision before the Full Bench. Mtscel- 


laneous appeal 6 of 1964 whldi again Is 
an appeal from original order came up 
before the same Beni± consisting of Ram- 
ratna Singh and Shambhu Prasad Singh, 
JJ.. for hearing, and this was also referred 
to the Full Bench by their Lordships’ 
order made on the 14th September, 1967. 
without formulating any question of law. 
In this appeal as also in miscellaneous ap- 
peal 175 of 1962, we have framed and 
answered the question of law only as will 
be stated hereinafter. These two appeals 
eventually will have to be placed before 
the appropriate Division Bendies for final 
dlspos^ 

M. A. 175 of 1962 

3. Sarjug Singh, one of the judgment- 
debtors. is sole appellant in this case. 
Basistha Narain Singh Is decree-holder 
respondent No. 1, The Utter proceeded to 
execute his decree in execution case No. 9 
of 1953 in the Court of the 2nd Additional 
Subordinate Judge, MuzaSarpur. It ap- 
pears that the talika of the properties 
sought to be proceeded against in the exe- 
cution case was altered at a subsequent 
stage by amendment of the execution peti- 
tion. The judgment-debtor appellant filed 
an application on the Sth of Augxist. 1961 
under Section 47 of the Code, which was 
registered and numbered as znlscelUneous 
case 20 of 1961, objecting to the execution 
diieCy on the ground that it was barred 
by limitation. The application was dis- 
missed on the 20th of January, 1062 ri961' 
is a mistake) in his default and in pre- 
sent of the decree-holder respondent, by 
an order in the following terms— 

”139: 20-1-1961 Parties files (sic) hazatl 
Case called out. O. P.'s Uwyer turns up. 
A. P. does not turn up after repeated calls. 

TTie Eazari on behalf of the A. P. dis- 
closes the name of one Ram^bhit Singh 
as witness for the A. P. but none respon- 
ded on repeated f-all’t- The Uwyer is sent 
for but be Is not avaiUble. The znisoel- 
Uncous Case Is, therefor^ dismissed for 

Shortly after the dLawiggat , on the 
same date another application under 
S. 47 of the Code on identicsd lines was 
filed by the appellant, whic^ was register- 
ed as miscellaneous case No. 4 of 1962. This 
miscellaneous case has been dismissed by 
the learned Additional Subordinate Judge 
by his order dated the 9th of June, 1962 
merely on the ground that In view of the 
dedsion of a Full Bench of this Court in 
Baiinath Prasad Sah v. Ramphal Sahni, 
1962 BLJR 110 - AIR 1962 Pat 72 (FB) 
the second application was barred on the 
principle of constructive res judicata be- 
cause of the dismissal of the first applica- 
tion in default of the judgment-debtor. 
The point as to whether the execution 
case was barred by the law of IMtation 
has not been decided by the Court below. 
The judgment-debtor applicant has come 
up in appeal 
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4. It is beyond debate and dispute now 
that_ though in terms the provisions of 
Section 11 of the Code are not applicable 
to execution proceedings, principles of res 
judicata as also of constructive res judicata 
are applicable to execution proceedings 
imder appropriate dxctunstances in sub- 
sequent executions of the same decree or 
at different stages of the same execution 
case. The decision of the Full Bench con- 
sisting of five Judges of this Court in the 
case of Baijnath Prasad Sah, AIR 1962 Pat 
72 (FB) is a settlor on the point. The 
question, however, is whether the dismis- 
sal of an application imder Section 47 of 
the Code filed by the judgment-debtor in 
his default — either in presence of the 
decree-holder or in his absence — ^is an 
order which can be said to have decided, 
either, expressly or impliedly, Le., by 
necessary implication, any of the points of 
objection to the execution, which were 
raised by him in his objection or which 
might and ought to have been raised. The 
order dismissing the application in defatilt, 
it is manifest, did not decide anything ex- 
pressly. Did it decide any matter im- 
pliedly or by necessary implication? The 
answer, to my mind, to this question also 
is in the negative. 

5. The analogy of dismissal of a suit 
for default of the plaintiff, which bars the 
filing of a second suit, if the dismissal has 
beein in presence of the defendant, is not 
quite apposite, as has been taken in some 
cases. On the same analogy, it has been 
opined in some of them that if the dis- 
missal of the application tmder Section 47 
of the Code is in default not only of the 
judgment-debtor but also of the decree- 
holder then a second application by the 
former is not barred. It ought to be re- 
membered, however, that _ dipnissal of a 
suit for default of the plaintiff, either in 
absence or in presence of the defendant, 
does not involve any question of res judi- 
cata so as to bar the filing of a second 
suit by him in case the dismissal is in 
presence of the defendant. As early as In 
1890 in the case of Kadha Prasad Singh 
V. Lai Sahab Rai, (1891) ILR 13 All 53 
(PC) Lord Watson delivering the judg- 
ment of the Privy Council had said at 
p. 62— 

"None of the questions, either of fact 
or law, raised fay the pleadings of the par- 
ties. was heard or determined by the 
Judge of the Shahabad Court in 1831; 2 
(when tlie first suit was dismissed for 
default) "and his decree dismissing phe 
suit does not constitute res judicata vnth- 
in the meaning of the Chdl Procedure 
Code." . , 

If the nismirsal of the suit has been 
under Rule 3 o! Order 9 of the Code, 
whore neither party appeared when the 
E^dt v.ps called on for hc.aring. the pl.aln- 
tiff under Rule 4 m.ay (subject to the law 
of limitation) bring a fresh suit But if 


&e dismissal is under Rule 8, where the 
defendant appears and the plaintiff does 
not appear, when the suit is called on for 
hearing, the plaintiff under Rule 9 is pre- 
cluded from bringing a fresh suit in res- 
pect of the same caxise of action. The 
dismissal of a suit for default in either 
CTent does not bring into operation the 
bar of res judicata or constructive res 
judicata witim the meaning of Section 11 
of the Code in the institution of a second 
suit on the same cause of action. It is 
difScult to appreciate, then, as to how in 
an execution proceeding dismissal of an 
objection imder Section 47 of the Code in 
default either of the judgment-debtor 
alone or of his and the decree-holder’s, the 
second application can be held to be not 
maintainable on the ground of the prin- 
ciples of constructive res judicata. 

What see^ to have been done by the 
Bench of this Court in Ramnarain Singh’s 
Case, AIR 1947 Pat 298 is to import the 
principles of law engrafted in Rules 4 and 
9 of Order 9 of the Code in the garb of 
principles of res judicata to the proceed- 
ings in execution although it is well 
settled that the provisions of Order 9 are 
not applicable to such proceedings. 

6. What is meant by res judicata? In 
Art. 357 on pages 184-85 of the Halsbury's 
Laws of England, 3rd Edition, it has been 
stated — 

"Where res judicata is pleaded by way 
of estoppel to an entire cause of action, it 
amounts to an allegation that the whole 
legal rights and obligations of the parties 
are concluded by the earlier judgment, 
which may have involved the determina- 
tion of questions of law as well as findings 
of fact. 


The doctrine of res judicata 

is not a technical doctrine applicable only 
to records: it is a fundamental doctrine of 
all Courts that there must bo an end of 
litigation." 

7. 'The Supreme Court has reiterated 
this doctrine in Daryao v. State of U. P., 
AIR 1961 SC 1457 with reference to the 
question as to whether an application to 
the Supreme Court under A.rt. 32 of the 
Constitution could be barred on tl)o prin- 
ciples of res judicata if a .rimilnr applica- 
tion made to the appropriate High Cotxrt 
under Art 226 has failed. The doctrine 
is not, it has been said, applicable Vvlth 
full force if the application under Arti- 
cle 226 has been dL'missed in limine 
witimut passing n .spe.aidng order a.'; in 
that event it would not be ensv to decide 
what factors weighed in the mind of the 
High Court and 

"that makes it difficult and unsafe to 
hold that such a summary dimrife.-il Is a 
dismissal on mcrif.s ,snd a.s such constitutes 
a bar of res judicata agnimt a .•■inillar 
petition filed under Art. S2’’ (Vide Page 
1466 Column 1). 
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It should be pointed out here that there 
!s no specific provision in the Code to 
bring about of an application 

under Section 47 of the Code in default 
of the judgment-debtor. Obviously, it Is 
done in exerdse of the inherent power of 
the Court as the Court must necessarily 
have the power to dismiss a proceeding (n 
de^ult of the party. By such dismissal 
alone, however, it mates no order whidi 
decides any point of objection cither ex- 
pressly or by necessary implication. The 
matter becomes different if some other 
order in the execution case is made either 
at the time of dismissing the miscellaneous 
case under Section 47 of the Code In 
default of the judgment-debtor or at any 
time thereafter and before the fib'"/; of 
the second application. 

8. In Ramnaraln Singh'e case, AIR 
1947 Patna 238 the facts were that the 
decree-holder filed his execution petition 
on 28-^1943, against the sons of the ori- 
ginal judgment-debtor, he being dead by 
that time. On 20-1-1944, the sons fUra 
an objection under Se^on 47 of the Code 
clalmfrig that the decree was incapable of 
execution against them. The application 
was dismissed lor default in presence of 
the decree-holder on &'S-i944. and on 
11-&-1944. the decree-holder was directed 
to file requisites for valuation by 18-5- 
1944, whi^ he did. The eon^ applica- 
thm to set aside the order dated 6-5-1944. 
and lor restoration of their earlier a^ 
plication under Section 47 was rejected on 
17-7-1944. The sons filed another mls- 
cellaneotis case on 22-7-1944. That was 
also dismissed, it appears, again for default 
and an application filed on 11-12-1944, for 
restoring that petition was also dismissed 
for default on 10-8-1945. Meanwhile on 
21-12-1944, the application objecting to the 
execution, out of which the appeal before 
the High Court arose, was filed. The 
earlier two dLnnissals had taken place In 
Presence of the decree-holder. Under 
ttasie circtaast£sae& SfCTerr, J.. srih 
whom Meredith, J., as he then was, agreed 
cbiefiy on the basis of the decision of this 
^urt in Jago Mahton v. Khirodhar Ram, 
ILR 2 Pat 759 => AIR 1924 Pat 122. held 
that the third miscellaneous case filed by 
sons was barred on the principles of 
res judicata, as the earlier two iiuscel- 
laoeoiu cases had bwn dismissed in m-e- 
sence of the decree-holder. • If they had 
been dhsndssed in absence of the decree- 
holder. Beevor, J., seems to be of the 
view, the dismissal would not have operat- 
ed as res judicata. For the reasons given 
above, vdto very great respect, I say that 
the view thus expressed in Ramnarain 
Singh’s case, AIR 1947 Pat 298 b not 
sound and must be overruled. If I may 
say 60 , again with respect, the decirion of 
tlie High Court b right and can be wdl 
supported by the fact that after the dis- 
migal of the first application on 6-5-1944, 


when on 11-5-1944, the decree-holder was 
Erected to file requisites for valuation by 
18-5-1944, that order by necessary Im- 
plication negatived the objection that the 
decree was Inexecutable against the sons. 

In view of the principle of law In Bail- 
nath Prasad Sab’s case, AIR 1962 Pat 72 
(FB) thb order clearly operated as a bar 
to toe second miscellaneotis case or the 
third one on the principles of constructive 
res judicata. But I am definitely of the 
view that the order dated 6-5-1944 did 
not operate as res judicata. I am happy 
to note that none of the learned Advocates 
for toe decree-holders Messrs. Kedar Nath 
Veima, X-alnarayan Sinha (Advocate 
General and S. K. Sarfcar in any of the 
appeals could support toe view expressed 
In Ramnarain Singh’s case, AIR 1947 Pat 
298; rather they all conceded fairly that It 
was erroneous. 

9. The case of Jago Mahto. AIR 1924 
Pat 122 decided by Dawson Miller, C. J., 
and Kulwant Sahay, J., following the ded- 
sion of the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Coiindl in Mungul Pershad Dichit 
V. Girja Kant Lahari. (1882) ILB 8 Cal 51 
(PC) was qtfite different. In the execution 
case filed by the decree-holder in the year 
1921, the judgment-debtor filed an objec- 
tion contending that the execution was 
barred _by limitation. On toe date fixed 
for hearing the objection the judgment- 
debtor did not appear. Tbe D^urt dis- 
missed the objection for default and on 
the same date passed an order that the 
decree-holder should take further steps. 
On hb failure to take steps on toe date 
fixed, toe execution case was diknissed In 
default of prosecution. The next execu- 
tion case was filed some time lat^. The 
judgment-debtor filed an objection that It 
was barred by limitation as toe prerious 
execution ease was Eb barred. It b to be 
noticed that the facts were almost Identi- 
cal to those of Mungul Pershad Dichit’s 
case, ILR 8 Cal 51 (PC). In such a sitiia- 
tion, it was held that after dismissal of the 
objection by the judgment-debtor, the 
order of the executim Court directing the 
decree-holder to take further steps In- 
directly decided that the previous execu- 
tion case was a fit one to try and, 
therefore, not barred by limitation. The 
case. If I may say eo with respe^ fully 
supports toe view I have expressed above, 
and was wrongly imderstood by Beevor, 
J., to say that toe dismissal of the earlier 
objection for default operated as res judi- 
cata. 

10. The facte of toe case of Bhagwatl 
Prasad Sah, AIR 1950 Pat 354 were that 
an earlier objection by the tenant judg- 
ment-debtors that they were not liable to 
be evietedinviewoftheprovisions of law 
contained in Sea 11 of the Bihar Build- 
lc®s (Lease. Rent and IMctlon) Control 
Act, 1947 (Bihar Act 3 of 1947) was db- 
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missed for default on the 5th FAruai^i 
1949, as the facts stated clearly show. In 
presence of the decree-holder when he haa 
produced a certified copy of the judgment 
of the High Court passed in the se^nd 
appeal arising out of the -Utle suit The 
tenants filed another apphcation on the 
9th February. 1949. Kejecting the argu- 
ment put forward on beh^ of &e d^ree- 
holder that the dismissal of the hr^ 
plication for default operated as a bar to 
file maintainabrnty of the second apphca- 
tion, Rai, J., said — 

. "The second application might be con- 
ddered as one in continuation of the pr^ 
^ous application. It m respect of 

the same relief about 

^u^ad not adjudicated. Under the 
circumstances _ of the 
would not arise any b^ of res 
while giving relief to the tenants on ^e 
application dated 9th February, 1949. 

The case of Ramnarain Singh, AIR 19^ 
Pat 298 does not seem to have been 
Although respectfully agreeing wi& th 
■view that dismissal of the first ^ 

S deSilt did not bring about the bar ^ 
^ judicata in the way of second a^ 
nlication- I find myself unable to agree 
SS ^e reason thereof given by Rai, J. 

The second “o°f pr^ 

sidered as one m Xctiv^ 

vious applicfitioix. Hs-d 
order intervened between the two^*^ 
order must have operated ps r^ n . ^ 
Imnhn T as he then was, restea ms luoK 

I respectfully agree with this view. 

11. Ramnarain Singh’s (^e. .^1947 

9QR lia*? b6en consisteiitly ^ 

Dibya v. Kanbucharan Bath, Al« r 
Orissa 86, Gundicha f Rara- 

Podhanuni, AIR AIR 1967 

Chandra Nahaka v. Sah 

Orissa 38: the case of Bhag^ti Prasao sa^ 

AIR 1950 Pat 354 has pp^ ^4^55 Orism 
In Simhadri Sahu’s Case ^ N Gro^c, 
81. as rightly pointed out ^ A- N- ^-joven 
J., in the case of Ha^m Smgn w Jewon 
Singh. AIR 1958 Pun] 339. with rcfe nj 
to the facts of the case of 
Sah, . AIR 1950 Pat 3o4. it 
stated that it did not appear ^IcaHy 
ther the previous parties 

been dismissed for default c^, ,j r]-,je 

or in pre.sence of the decree-h • 
Punjab High Court, if I . J dedsion 
respect has rightly foRcwcd^c °|g 
of Bhngwati Prasad Sah. -4?^. air 

354 and not that of Bamnaram Smgh, Ain. 
1947 Pat 298. 

In the last mentioned 
namely, Ramchandra Isahakas ca-^ 


1967 Orissa 38, the objection of the judg- 
ment-debtor that he was an agriculturirf 
and, consequently, his property proceeded 
against in the execution case was exempt 
from attachment and sale imder Cls. (b) 
and (c) of Section 60 of the Code was dis- 
missed for default on 3-11-1962. Nara- 
simham, C. J., stated— 

"When the Miscellaneous case was fixed 
for hearing on 3-11-1962 and the appel- 
lant (petitioner) failed to appear on 
date, the obidous inference is that he had 
no evidence to prove that he was an agn- 
culturist, and the order dated 3-11-1962 
must be held to be an implied de^on 
against the appellant The prinaple of 
constructive res judicata applies to execu- 
tion proceedings also.” 

It is no doubt true that the prindple of 
constructive res judicata applies to execu- 
tion proceedings. But I Eay_ with very 
great respect that the order dismissing me 
miscellaneous case for deteult caimot be 
held to have impliedly held that the ob- 
jection had no merit I do not agree with 
■this view, and the similar ones expres^d 
£n other cases of the Orissa High Court 

12. Grover, J., in the case of AIR 1958 
Punj 339, while following the deciaon of 
Bha^ati Prasad Sah’s case. AIR 1950 
354, has referred to several ^rber dea- 
dons of Lahore and High Cou^ 

including the decision of Bhide. J., i? 
Bam Sher Singh v. Jiwan Bam Sheoh Md 
(Sic). AIR 1932 Lah 643 (1) talting the 
identical views, 

13 In Bishwanath Kundu v. Sm, 
Subda Dassi, AIR 1962 Cal 272 a Bench 
of Calcutta High Court has said at p. 2(4 
col, 2 

"A dismissal for default of a particifi^ 
objection which involves no deciaon on the 
merits either omressly or imphetfiy. that 
is by necessary implication cannot 
tere.^ be held to bar a subsequmt objec- 
tion, either similar or_ different ^ 

I respectfully agree with this vicu. 

14 The following question of law Is 
r-mmpd and v.ill bo deemed to have been 
gSrf S Sermi io «.= Full Bench by 

“■fTOSnon^SS Tnctn nr.d in U,n dr-_ 
wnemti, objection of 

9(1 1-1962 in miscellaneous case i of LJ'3 
^ bamd on the principles of res judi- 

cellaneous nit’-rmch In 


Ch- ' be nW Vor Scl rt 

Bte&n to S« “vblon Bench cvl.™' 
referred It 
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16. This Is a miscellaneous second a;>- 
peal by the judgment-debtor. One Gujiar 
Sahu instituted title suit 149 of 1951 in the 
Court of the Subordinate Judge of 
Darbhanga against Tami Prasad Singh, 
defendant 1st Party, and Bamcharan 
Shaw, defendant 2nd party. No rebel had 
been claimed against Ramcharan Shaw. 
Tami only contested Uie suit It was dis- 
missed by the tnal Court on 2-3-1954 and 
costs were awarded to him agamst the 
pl aintiff . Plaiotiil Gujjar Sahu hied a 
title appeal in the lower appellate Court 
It was dismissed on 15-2-1956. awarding 
cost to Tami. The memorandum of ap- 
peal filed in second appeal 663 of 1956 by 
the plainbfi stood rejected for non-com- 
pliance with certain peremptory order. On 
22-12-1961 Tami filed execution case No, 
31/1 of 1961/62 for reabsation of his decree 
for costs against the heirs of Gujiar Sahu 
as also against Bamcharan Shaw. Asharfi 
shaw, one of the sons of Bamcharan Shaw, 
deceased, filed miscellaneous case No. 10 
of 1962 under Action 47 of the Code ob- 
jecting to the execution for realisation of 
the decree for costs against him. Obvious- 
ly. there was no decree for cost against 
Ramcharan Shaw. Two other sons of his 
filed miscellaneous case It of 1962. Lacb- 
man Sahu. the other son of Ramcharaa 
Shaw, who is the sole appellant in this 
second appeal, filed on the 30th of June^ 
1962. miscellaneous case 12/3 of 1962. His 
miscellaneous case was dismissed for 
default on 14-7-1962 In presence of the 
decree-holder and the other two miscel- 
laneous cases 10 and 11 were allowed In 
part on 16-7-1962 on merits. 

Substantially the objections were dis- 
allowed. What happened thereafter on 
16-7-1962 has to be noted carefully. Lach- 
man Sahu filed another objection on Iden- 
tic^ lines under Section 47 of the Code 
and this was numbered as miscellaneous 
case 7 of 196Z In the order sheet of that 
date, however, after recording order No. 
• 49 in regard to the allowing in part of the 
other two miscellaneous cases on contest. 
Order No 50 on which great reliance was 
placed by the learned Advocate General 
appearing for the decree-holder respon- 
dent was recorded thus: — 

"llisc. Cases have been disposed of- la 
view of the orders passed in misc. cases 
the D. Hr. Is directed to file fresh re- 
quisites for i^ue of S. P. by 26-7-IS62.” 
And. then. Order No. 51 was recorded on 
that date registering miscellaneous case 7 
of 1962 on the appbcation filed by Lach- 
roan Sahu. it is conceded on all hands, 
wrongly labelled under Order 21, Buie 58 
of the Code, although. In law. It was one 
under Section 47. The decree-holder res- 
pondent contested this case, and eventual- 
Iv it was dismissed by the execution Court 
on 19-2-1963 treating this application as a 
second appbcation under Section 47 of the 


Code, as being not maintainable In 
of the dismissal of the previous applica- 
tion on 14-7-1962 in default although cm 
merits the learned additional subordinate 
Judge seems to have taken a view ^ 
favour of the judgment-debtor. 

All the three sets of the judgmaif- 
debfors filed three miscellaneous appeals. 
Miscellaneous appeals 78 and 79 of 1962 
arising out of miscellaneous cases 10 and 
11 of 1962 were allowed by the learned 
Additional District Judge on the finding 
that the properties attached in the execu- 
tion case were not liable to be attached 
because they belonged to Ramcharan Shaw 
and consequently to his sons who were 
not liable under the decree for costs. 
Miscellaneous appeal 24 of 1963 filed iv 
the appellant against the dismissal of hu 
miscellaneous case 7 of 1962. however, 
failed on the technical ground on the basts 
of the Division Bench decision of this 
Court in ILB 25 Pat 395 = rAIR 1947 Pat 
298); this appeal was not decided on 
merits. 

17. For the reasons already given. It Is 
obvious that the dismissal of the miscel- 
laneous app^ of the appellant by the 
Court of appeal below on the basis of 
Hanmarain Singh's case. AIR 1947 Pat 293 
cannot be upheld. As already stated b7 
me. the learned Advocate General con* 
ceded to this position. He. however, sub* 
nutted that although order dated 14-7- 
1962 dismissing the previous miscellaneous 
case in default would not operate as res 
Judicata, what would bar the i^ntalxi* 
ability of miscellaneous case 7 of 1962 on 
the princdples of constructive res jucbcata 
Is order No. 50 dated 16-7-19C2. Learned 
counsel submitted that when the decree- 
holder was asked to file fresh requisites 
for issue of sale proclamation, that order 
by necessary implication should be deemed 
to have negatived the objection of the ap- 
pellant that his properties were not liable 
to be attached and sold. His contentioo 
was. In the first Instance, that onJer Na 
50 .was recorded La point of fact before re* 
cording order No. 51 registering miscel- 
laneous case 7 of 1962;' or. even if on the 
special facts of this'ease. it could be held 
that order No. 50 was recorded during 
the pendency of the miscellaneous case 7 
of 1962. it Impliedly overruled the objeo* 
tioQ taken in that miscellaneous case. 

18. I am imable to accept either of thd 
points canvassed by the learned Advocate- 
General on behalf of the decree-holder 
Tcspondent. Firstly, on the special facts 
of this case, when another application was 
filed by the appellant on 16-7-1962 and 
when both the orders Noa. 50 and 51 w ere 
recorded on thesamedatein juxtaposition, 
it cannot be assumed that miscellaneous 
case 7 of 1962 came to be registered to 
point of fact after passing of the order No. 
50 merely because In the order sheet it 
was recorded before the recording of 
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order No. 51. Both the things must have 
happened, more or less, simultaneously, 
and, that is the reason that the main argu- 
ment which was advanced on behalf of 
the decree-holder was on the footing that 
order No. 50 was made during the pen- 
dency of miscellaneous case 7 of 1962. 
Secondly, on the language of that order, 
it is difficult to hold that merely because 
the decree-holder was ffirected to file 
fcesh requisites for issue of sale proclama- 
tion. by necessary implication the objec- 
tion of the judgment-debtor was overrul- 
ed. It is further to be noted that such a 
direction related to the filing of fresh re- 
quisites for issue of sale proclamation not 
only of the property of the present appel- 
lant but also of the applicants of the 
other two cases — a direction which did not 
hold good when the two appeals arising 
out of those cases were allowed by the 
lower appellate Court. 

19. Even assuming, as was largely the 
argument addressed to us on behalf of the 
parties, that order No. 50 dated 16-7-1962 
by implication decided that the property 
of the appellant was liable to be proceed- 
ed against in execution of the decree for 
costs, such decision by implication must 
be held to be subject to the final decision 
in miscellaneous case 7 of 1962. Durmg 
the pendency of that case, the objection 
t^en therein cannot be held to have been 
overruled by an order of the kind which 
is engrafted in order No. 50. If, of course, 
the objection to the attachment or sale of 
the property proceeded against was filed 
definitely later, tire order may operate as 
res judicata. But during the pendency of 
the objection, it would be a travesty of 
justice to hold that on the passing of such 
an order, the miscellaneous case must fail 
on the ground of principles of res judicat^ 
learned Advocate-General pressed this 
point with vehemence, but I have no 
hesitation in rejecting it as being unten- 
able. No case was cited by him in sup- 
port of his contention that if an order of 
the land as recorded in order No. 50 is 
made during the pendmcy of a miscel- 
laneous case under Section 47 of the Code 
objecting to the attaclimenh it must^ fau 
on the principle of constructive res judi- 
cata v/ithoul the objection being decided. 
If the judgment-debtor comes later, he 
can be confronted witij tlie position that 
he might and ought to have come earlier 
before the recording of the order, but I 
find it difficult to accept that if during the 
pcndcntTi’ of lus objection case such an 
order is made, he would be confront^ 
with such a position e\’cn though his ob- 
jection care was neither heard nor decided 
by adjudicating on any Question raised 
by him. It has been pointed out by 
Sahai, J- In the majority decision of the 
case of Baiinnth Prasad Sah, AIR 1962 
Pat 72 (FB) at pp. 76-77:— 


"In a proceeding for execution of a 
money decree fay attachment and sale of 
the judgment-debtor’s immovable pro- 
perty, there are five important stages. 
Under the Patna Amendment of Rule 22 
of Order XXL the Court has to issue 
notice in evei^ c^e to the person against 
whom execution is levied, requiring him 
to show cause why the decree should not 
be^ executed against him. Rule 23 reads: 

"U) where the person to whom notice 
is issued under the last preceding rule 
does not appear or does not show cause 
to the satisfaction of the Court why the 
decree should be executed, the Court 
shall order the decree to be executed. 

_ <2) Where such person offers an objec- 
tion to the execution of the decree, the 
Court shall consider such objection and 
make such order as it thinks fit.’ This is 
the first stage. If the notice under 
Order XXI. Rule 22 is not served upon 
the judgment-debtor, that is a different 
matter. buL if the notice is served upon 
him, he must raise all Iiis objections to 
the executabililv of the decree at that 
stage. If he does, the Court’s dedsion on 
those objections will operate as res judi- 
cate in all further proceedings. IL in 
spite of service of notice, he fails to raise 
an objection which he might and ought 
to have raised at that stage, for instance, 
an objection on the ground of limitation, 
the Court, in passing the order for exe- 
cution of the decree, must be deemed to 
have dedded the objection against iiim. 

Ordinarily, however, the Court docs 
not pass an express order to the effect 
that the decree be executed. That order 
is implied in the order for issue of attach- 
ment. which is tile next stage. In the 
present case also the order under R. 23(1) 
is implied in order for issue of altacli- 
menL All objections to the executafaUity 
of the decree have to be raised in such 
cases before the order for issue of attach- 
ment The third stage is one when the 
Court orders sale of the judgment-deb- 
tor’s property. Rule 64 of Order XXI 
provides that an executing Court may 
order the sale of any property attached 
by it, provided that the property Is liable 
to sale. As the Court has come to a deci- 
sion at this stage that the property in 
question is liable to sale, any objection 
on the ground of non-salcability of Lhe 
property mu.st be raised Ixifore that sfiage. 

If an objection relating to salcabUity is 
raised the Court’s dedson will be bind- 
ing upon the parties. In case the 
judgment-Kicbtor fails to raise any cuch 
question, the Court must be deemed to 
have dedded it against him by p.-ss.rin.g an 
order for sale of tl)c property bccxiuic. 
unless St is liable to sale it cannot p.as?? 
that order." 

20. I fall to follow, however, as to 
how the Court can. be raid to hove come 
to a dedfien by pasdng on order of the 
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Idnd recorded In order No. 50 that the 
property in question Is liable to be sold 
■without adjuication ol the objection rais- 
ed by the judgment-debtor In the miscel- 
laneous case while keeping It pending. la 
such a situation, it must be held that the 
order made by the executing Court will 
always be subject to the ultimate 
deoLsion in the miscellaneous case. 

The learned Advocate-General referred 
to the decision of the Privy Council In 
Raja of Ramnad v. Velusami Tevar, AIR 
1921 PC 23 in support of his point dis- 
cussed above. The relevant facts of that 
case are that during the pendency of the 
execution case filed by the original decree- 
holders on the 9th of March, 1914, the ap- 
pellant before the Privy Coimdl had pur- 
chased the decree from the then plaintlRs 
and on the 20th November. 1914 made his 
application to be brought on the record 
as an assignee of the decree and to have 
the decree executed. This was resisted ^ 
the respondent before the Privy Council 
or their predecessor In title on several 
grounds. They put the appellant to the 
proof of his asagnment, they alleged that 
the right to execute the decree was barred 
by limitation, and they raised questions as 
to the liability of ccrt^ of the properties 
to attachment The matter came on foe 
hearing before the Subordinate Judge, who 
delivered judgment thereon on the ISth 
December. 191S. The objections were 
overruled, but the question, of limitation 
was not spedficaliy decided. One of the 
defendants applied for a review of 
decirion on the ground that the execution 
case was barred by limitation. On the 
24th August 1916 judgment was sfiven dis- 
missing this petition. This review applica- 
tion was disznissed on the groimd of lindta- 
tion but the order made by the Court was 
of Importance in that the learned Judge 
points out that the order of the ISth 
December, 1915 did not reserve any ques- 
tion of limitation for future deten^na- 
tion. 

It was fn such a dtuatlon that Ijavd 
Moulton delivering the judgment of the 
Board said at p. 24, Cob 1— 

'7t Is clear, therefore, not only that the 
issue of the execution of the decree being 
barred by limitation was In fact before the 
Court (as is shown also by the pleadings) 
on the occasion, but.<hat tiie Judge at the 
time was aware of^it. and that his deci- 
sion induded (as legally must have bera 
the case) the rejection of this plea." 

Bs Bordship further stated — 

'To that order the plea of Hndtation. If 
pleaded, would according to the respon- 
dents’ have been a complete answer 
and therefore, it must be taken that a 
dedsion was given against the respon- 
dents on the plea.” 

What this case, therefore, deddes Is that 
If the nd^llaneous case in which several 
objections have been raised by the judg- 


ment-debtor to the execution Is decided 
agai^ him, all the objections must be 
deemed to have been overruled although 
any of them might pot have been eped- 
fi<^y and expressly conadered and derid- 
ed, It is difficult to follow how any of 
such objections taken in the miscellaneous 
case can be deemed to have been derided 
by an order of the kind made In order 
No. 50 when the miscellaneous case re- 
mained pending and none of the objec- 
tions was considered while making that 
order. 


21. Mr. Aswini Kirniar Sinba, learned 
Advocate for the appellant, strongly re- 
lied upon the derision ol the Full Bench 
of Allahabad High Court in Genda Lai y. 
Hazari Lab AIR 1936 All 21 (FB), I do 
not think that this decision Is of 
any help to answer the point as 
presented on behalf of the respondent. 
The decision of the Privy Couadl In 
Muogid Pershad Dichlt's case. ILR 8 Cal 
51 was distinguished and Chief Justl<^ 
Sulaiman stated one of the principles 
thus— 

"Where no objection Is taken, hut the 
application for execution does not fructify, 
the judgment-debtor is not debarred by 
the prinripie of res judicata from raising 
the question of limitation later," 
l^tanjali Sastrb as he then was. deliver- 
^ the Judgment of Madras Hig h Courf 
in Desavi Venkatranga Reddl v. Paraku 
Chinna Sithairuna. AIR 1941 Mad 440 dli- 
ferred from this view of the learned Chief 
Justice. He referred to the pro-^ons of 
Order 21, Ride 23 ol the Co^ and then 
said at p. 442— 

"It will be noticed that sub-nile (1) 
wvers not only cases where the judgment- 
debtor does not appear in response to the 
notice or does not offer any objection to 
execution, but also those where he appears 
tod objects but fails to satisfy the tourt 
that the decree should not be executed. In 
^ such cases the Court Is required to 
order’ the decree to be execulei That Is 
to Say, even in cases where the judgment- 
debtor appears and 'offers any objection to 
the execution of the decree’ and the Court 
’conaders such objection’, it hag to act 
toder sub-rule (1) if It Is not satisfied 
that the objection Is valid. 'V^ere such 
objection is found to be tenable, the Court 
has to make, under sub-rule (2) ’such order 
as it thinks fit’, that is to say. according to 
the nature and scope of the objection up- 
held. There Is thus no justification for 
the view that an order under sub-rule (1) 
■has to be automatic’ and that an order 
Under sub-rule (2) alone amounts to an 
’adjudication' such as would fall within 
the definition ol a decree, and we are un- 
able to see any such distinction as the 
learned Judge supposed to exist between 
these sub-niles. 11 therefore, the Court’s 
’order' under sub-rule (1) that the decree 
fihould be executed as It murt be held 
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to be. In cases where the Judgment-debtor 
appears and objects but the objections are 
overruled, an appealable adjudication 
binding on &e parties so long as it is un- 
reversed, it is difficult to see why a amilar 
order xmder the same provision in cases 
where the judgment-debtor does not 
choose to appear in response to the notice 
duly served on him. should be regarded as 
not having that effect It seems to us that 
there can be no logical difference for th^ 
purpose between an application which 
results in partial satisfaction of the decree 
and is then allowed to be dismissed, and 
one which is eventually dismissed with- 
out any 'fructification’,” 

If I may add with respect, the wew of the 
Pull Bench of this Court in Baijnath 
Prasad Sah’s case, AIR 1962 Pat 72 (FB) 
Is in consonance with the view of Patan- 
3ali Sastri, J., as stated above, 

22. In my conddered judgment, there- 
fore, the lower appellate Court committed 
an error in this case in dismissing the ap- 
pellant's appeal and maintaining dismissal 
of his miscellaneous case 7 of 1962 as be- 
ing barred by res judicata. Since this 
Court has not decided the case on merits, 
the case has to go back to the Court of 
appeal below. 

23. In the result, the appeal Is allow- 
ed, the judgment and order of the lower 
appellate Court in miscellaneous appeal 
24 of 1963 are set aside and the case is 
remitted baci to it for a fresh hearing and 
disposal of the appeal in the_ light of_ the 
observations made and points decided 
above; I shall make no order as to cost, 

M. A. 6 of 1964 

24. The relevant facts of this case are 
that in execution case 18 of 1961 Bhagwat 
Earn, the judgment-debtor appellant in this 
miscellaneous first appeal, filed rniscel- 
laneous case 4 of 1962 under Section 47 
of the Code challenging the vaUdity of 
the final decree passed in title suit 36 of 
1932 on various grounds. This miscel- 
laneous case was dismissed for default on 
29-3-1963 in presence of the decree-holder. 
Thereafter Bhagwat Ram filed miscel- 
laneous case 9 of 1963 under Section 151 
of the Code on 16-4-1963 for restoration 
of miscellaneous case 4 of 1962. Sub- 
sequently on 6-8-1963 he filed miscel- 
laneous case 15 of 1963 giving rise to tins 
appeal drallcnging the validity of the final 
decree on almost the same grounds on 
which he had challenged it in miscellane- 
ous case 4 of 1962. Later on he with- 
drev,’ miscellaneous case 9 of 19G.3 and pro- 
ceeded with miscellaneous case 15 of 3963. 

23, Srimati Savitri Devi, respondent 
Ko. 1 who was executing the decree, con- 
tended in Uic Court below that ti’.e cccond 
miscellaneous c.ase was not mai.'dainable in 
■view of the fact that the previous .applica- 
tion to the same effect had been dismtecd 
for default, and the order dated 29-3-1953 


disrnissing it for default operated as a bar 
on the pnnaples of res judicata. Follow- 
ing Ramnarain Singh’s case. AIR 1947 Pat 
298. the Court below has held tliat mis- 
cellaneous case 15 of 1963 is barred by res 
judicata. Bhagwat Ram has preferred this 
miscellaneous first appeal, 

26. For the reasons stated above, it Is 
manliest that the view of the Court below 
based upon Ramnarain Singh's case, AIR 
1947 Pat 298 cannot be supported. Order 
No. 63 recorded on 29-3-1963 reads as 
follows — 

"Applicant files a petition for time O. P. 
files hazrL Petition for time is rejected. 
Case called out again and again but no 
response to repeated calls on behalf of the 
applicant O. P's Advocate. Sri K, N. Ram 
is present Let the case be dismissed for 
default 

Sd. Illegible. 

A- S. J. I” 

There is nothing further recorded in this 
order, which can be said to have held or 
impliedly decided that the objection was 
not tenable and the execution must pro- 
ceed. But Mr. S. K. Sarkar, learned Ad- 
vocate for respondent No. 1, drew our 
attention to order No. 90 dated 19-'7-19G3 
which directed in execution of the decree 
"attachment of the sale proceeds to the 
extent of Rs. 22285.60 np. of Ex. Case No. 
36/61” and ordered the attachment ac- 
cordingly. In my opinion, order No. 90 by 
necessary implication dedded that the 
decree under execution was not invalid, 
was fit to be executed and execution was 
directed to proceed by attachment of a 
considerable sum of money lying in deposit 
in another execution case (No. 16 of 1961) 
in furtherance of this execution for reali- 
sation of Rs. 48,107.98 np. On the prin- 
ciples of law discussed above, there is no 
escape from the position that although 
order No. 63 dated 29-3-1963 is no bar in 
the way of miscellaneotLs case 35 of 1963 
on the prindple of res judicata, order No. 

90 dated 19-7-1 963 clearly brings about 
such a bar on the prindple of constructive 
res judicata, as the miscellaneous case was 
filed on 6-8-1963 after the malting of the 
said order. 

27. In answer to the point thus pre- 
sented by Mr. Sarkar, Mr. S. C. Sinha, 
learned Advocate for the anpellant. re- 
ferred to order No. 100 dated 21-C-I003 
and submitted that tlie matter of alb.di- 
ment was actually dedded by litis order 
wltich was made subsequent to tiie filing 
of miscellaneous case 15 of 1953. It mms 
to me. however, tliat thLs argument lias 
been .advanced under .same mkconcenlion 
of facts. On 19-7-1953, .as order Ko. 90 
indicr.tcs, the docroc-holdcr I'.nd filed 3 
petitions. In one the prayer w.as for am- 
endment of the execulioa relilion. In the 
second petiUnn the prayer *.vaa for att.ach- 
rnent of the amount of Rs. £2,255.00 r.P.. 
the sale proceeds Ijdng in cepodt In cx- 
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ecirtion case 16 of 1961 which concerns the 
tjresent appellant and in the third petition 
the prayer was for reabsation of another 
amount of Rs. 11.949 54 np. against five 
other judgment-debtors by sale and 
attachment of the decree in favour of those 
judgment-debtors passed in title suit 36 
of 1932 dated 4-J2~1959. The second peti- 
tion for attachment of the amount of 
Rs. 22,285 60 np had been disposed of by 
order No. 90. But the third petition for 
attachment of the decree of judgment- 
debtors 1 to 7 passed in title suit 30 of 
3932 was allowed by order No. 106 dated 
21-8-1963 after hearing the parties. It is. 
therefore, obvious that this order does not 
relate to or affect order No. 90 by which 
attachment of Rs. 22,285.60 np. had al- 
ready been ordered. 

28. On the facts of this case, the 
following question of law Is framed and 
will be deemed to have been framed and 
referred to the Full Bench by the Diviaon 
Bench — 

•Whether, on the facts and In the cir- 
cumstances of this case, the objection of 
the judgment-debtor appellant filed on 
6-8-1963 in miscellaneous case 15 of 1903 
was barred on the principles of res judi- 
cata?’ 

29. For the reasons stated above. I 
would answer the question in the affirma- 
tive and hold that althouidi the order of 
dismissal of miscellaneous ease 4 of 1962 
made on 29-3-1963 did not bar the main- 
tainabilitv of mlscelUseous case IS of 1963 
on the prindples of constructive res judi- 
cata order No. 90 dated 19-7-1963 clearly 
bipught about such a bar. The case will 
now be placed for final adjudication by the 
Division Bench wMch referred IL 

30. TABKESinVAB NATII, I 

agree. 

31. R. B. N. SINGH, agree. 

Order accordingly. 
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S. N. P. SINGH, JJ. 

Sheo Naravan Singh and others. Appel- 
lants V. Ambica Singh and others, Respon- 
dents. 

A- F. A- D. No. 665 of 1965. D/-3r-7- 
1969. from dedson of Addl. Sub. J. 2 q< 1 
Cou^ Gaya, D/- ^7-1965. 

(A) Limitation Act (1908). S. 23 — Ap- 
plies to cases of continuing wrong — Ob- 
struction to right of way causing complete 
ouster — Section does not aoply. 

Section 23 applies to a case of obstrae- 
ticm to a right of way unless there (a 
complete ouster. If there is no complete 
ouster it is a ea s e of continuing nuisance 
CN/CN/B283/70/DHZ/A 


as to which cause of action win be renew- 
ed de die in diem so long as the obstruc- 
tion continues. 

Where by execution of the Find over a 
portion of the Chhaur the width of the 
Chhaur had been pennanenlly lessened: 

Held, by the raising of the Find the 
defendants completely obstructed the 
plaintiffs from using tliat portion of the 
Chhaur over which the Find was elud- 
ed. As it was a case of complete ouster. 
Section 23 did not apply with regard to 
the extended portion of tlie Find. AIR 
1959 SC 798. Foil (Para 18) 

(B) Easements Art (1882), S. 29 <— Right 
to construct Chahka in place ol Kanw^ 
A Kanwah is a small opening for the 
fiow of excess water whereas by the con- 
struction of a Chahka a wide opening is 
made as a result of which great volume 
of Water would pass through the Chahka. 
Even if it be assumed that there Is a 
Kanwrah at the place where the foundation 
for the Chahka has been laid, a party has 
no light to construct a Chahka at that 
place. (Para 19) 

<C) Elements Act (1882). S. IS — No 
aveTmenl in the written statement that the 
defendants have been enjoying peacefully 
end openly without iofemiptioD the rigbt 
to store water in tbe lands belnngiag to 
tbe plaintiffs ond tbe right to drain out 
water Ihmngh the lands of tbe plaiotiffs 
~ Held the dflendants bad not acquired 
aoy legal ruhl to store water in the lands 
of tbe plaintiffs or to drain out excess 
water of the Afaar thmugb the t»ndy of 
the plaintiffs. Case law diseased. 

.r- ... . (Fa« 20) 
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Lai Narayan Sinha, Shreenath Singh and 
Shivanand Prasad Sinha, for Appellants; 
Kailash Roy and S. B. N. Singh, for Res- 
pondents, 

S. N. P. SINGH, J . : — This second ap- 
peal by the plaintiffs arises out of a re- 
presentative suit filed under O. 1. R. 8 of 
the Code of Civil Procedure for declara- 
tions that plot No. 110 of village Nanhu- 
bigha in the district of Gaya is a public 
path and the defendants have no right to 
extend the Find of an Ahar in plot No. 168 
of village Amarwa into plot No. 110 and 
raise its level to the height of the Find In 
plot No. 168 by putting earth and that the 
defendants have no right to construct a 
Chahka on plot No. 110 or to change Its 
local features and for permanent injunc- 
tion restraining the defendants from con- 
structing a Chahka or from changing the 
local features of plot No. 110 or from in- 
terfering with the rights of the plaintiffs 
in plot No. no in any way. The plain- 
tiffs also prayed for a decree directing the 
defendants to restore plot No. 110 to its 
original position by removing earth and 
other encroachments from it A further 
relief, namely, a decree for permanent in- 
junction restraining the defendants from 
storing any water in plot Nos. Ill, 112 
and 114 of village Nanhubigha and plot 
Nos. 171 and 172 of village Amarwa and 
from draining out the excess water of 
Sarikha Ahar to plot Nos. 110. 24, 35. 38, 
39 and 41 of village Nanhubigha was 
sought in the plaint. A claim for mesne 
profits was also made. 

2. According to the plaintiffs' case. Ea 
village Amarwa there is an Ahar known 
as Sarikha Ahar in plot No. 170 having 
its Find in plot No. 168 belonging to the 
defendants and it irrigates only ten acres 
of their land. The outlet of this Ahar Is 
towards north-west. The defendants In 
order to get the Ahar repaired and to get 
a Chahka constructed in plot No. 168 ob- 
tained sanction for a certain amount from 
the State of Bihar under Hard Manual 
Scheme (Scheme No. 5 of 19581 dated the 
18th of June. 1958. The plaintiffs put 
forward the case that plot No.’ 110. v.'hich 
has been recorded in the record-of-rights 
as Chhaur Gairmazrua Am. is a riljage 
pathway since time immemorial and it is 
being u.sed as a pass.ngo by the public of 
the locality including the plaintiffs. Plot 
Nos. 111. 112 and 114 of village Nanhu- 
bigha arc the Kasht lands of plaintiff 
No. 1. plot Nos. 1 71 .and 172 of viffage 
Amarwa belong to plaintiff No. 2 and plot 
Nos. 35 and 34 of village Nanluibigha be- 
long respectively to plaintiff.s Nos. 5 and 4. 

It w.a5 alleged in the plaint that defen- 
d.ant No. 1 under the pretext of executmg 
the aforesaid scheme, in collusion with 
other defendants, started talnng earth from 
plot No. Ill which was protested by plain- 
tiff No. 1. As there was apprehension of 


breach of peace, plaintiff No. 1 filed a peff- 
tion before the Sub-divisional Magistrate, 
Gava, for starting a proceeding under Sec- 
tion 144 of the Code of Criminal Proce- 
dure against defendant No. 1 and others 
including the then Anchal Adhikarx, 
Barachatty, who was in collusion with 
defendant No. 1. The Anchal Adhikari, on 
the other hand, sent a recommendation 
for starting a proceeding under Sea 107 
of the Code of Criminal Procedure against 
plaintiff No_. and his family members. 
The Subdivisional Magistrate of Gaya re- 
ferred the petition under Section 144 of 
the Code of Criminal Procedure for en- 
quiry to the Land Reforms Deputy Col- 
lector. who. with a view to help the 
Anchal Adhikari, Barachatty, procured a 
compromise petition as a result of which 
the proceeding under Section 144 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure was dropped 
and a proceeding under Section 107 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure was start^ 
against plaintiff No. 1 and his family mem- 
bers. They were ultimately bound down 
by a first class Magistrate. Gaya, but In 
appeal the 3rd Additional Sessions Judge, 
Gava, set aside the order of the Magis- 
trate. 

In the appellate Court defendant No. I 
filed a petition giving an undertaking that 
he would not take earth from the land of 
plaintiff No. 1. that is. plot No. Ill and 
also from plot No. 110 of Nanhubigha for 
the repair of the Find of the Ahar in plot 
No. 168 of village Amarwa. The defen- 
dants. however, in collusion with each 
other illegally encroached upon plot No, 
110 of village Nanhubigha and made an 
unauthorised extension of the Find in plot 
No. 110 to the extent of 80 links at the 
time when defendant No. 1 was doing 
earth work in the months of June and 
July 1958 and thereby encroached upon 
the public path and put the public In 
general and the plaintiffs in particular In 
difficulty in making use of the public 
passaga 

According to the plaintiffs, the defen- 
dants not onlv encroached upon the land 
but also raised the level of plot No, 110 
to the height of the Find In plot No. IGS 
with the result that the pathway had be- 
come narrow causing inconvenience to the 
villagers. It was also alleged that as a 
result of the encroachment and mi.sing of 
the level of tlie encroached portion the 
water will accumulate in plot Nos. Ill, 
112 and 114 of Nanhubigha and nlot Nos. 
171 and 172 of village Amarwa and there- 
by the entire naddy and wheat crops will 
remain .submerced In water and ar, such 
the plaintiffs cannot raise any crop In 
those plots and tliey would suffer an 
annual loss of about Rs. 1090. According 
to the plaintiff-s. the sanction of the State 
of Bihar had been made for the conriniC- 
tion of a Chahka in plot No, 168 but the 
defendants illegally and without any right 



248 Pat. [Prs. 2-7] Sheo Narayan v. lAmHca Singh (FB) (S. N. P. Singh J.l A-LIt. 


wanted to construst the Chahka In plot 
No. 110 as shown by letter "A” In the 
&etch map appended to the plaint. 

3. As stated in paragraph 13 of the 
plaint, the construction of the Chahka In 
p4ot Na 110 of Kanhubi^ia would cause 
the following Iniuzles: 

(a) The village path in plot No. 110 
would become impassable as the 
same would become a water fiomng 
Nala. 

Cb) Plot Nos. 34 and S6 and the other 
adjoining plots of village Nahubigha 
would become Incapable of produc- 
ing any crop as they would become 
a water flowing Nala and as a con- 
sequence iireparable damage would 
be caused to the owners thereof. 

In paragraph 15 of the plaint it has been 
stated that when the defendants wanted 
to construct the Chahka the members of 
the public including the plaintiffs ob- 
jected and that led to an apprehension of 
breach of peace. A proceeding under Sec- 
tion 144 of the Code of C riminal Procedure 
was started restraining defendant No. 1 
from constructing any Chahka or doing 
any work in plot No. 110- That proceed- 
ing was converted into a proceeding tmder 
Section 14S of the Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure. The Magistrate ultimately con- 
verted that procee^ng Into a proceeding 
tmder Section 147 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure and the same was pending for 
disposaL According tp the plaintlfls. the 
cause of action for the suit arose In July 
1958 when the defendants extended the 
Pind in plot No. 168 by encroaching over 
plot No. 110 and by rising the level of 
the bright of plot No. 110 by putting 
earth and also when the construction of 
Chahka was done by the defendants on 
the 4th of May. 1969. 

4 . The suit was mainly contested by 
defendant Nos. 1 to 3. who filed a Jrint 
written statement. The defendants put 
forward the case that shortly after the last 
survey operation the Find of the Ahar in 
plot No. 168 was extended on a portion of 
plot No. 110 to the extent of 80 links and 
that extended Pind was raised to a con- 
fflderable height and it was further extend- 
ed towards east in plot No. 111. Although 
the Pind has been repaired from time to 
time, the above construction was made 30 
years back. Bearding the accumulation 
of UTiter of Sarikha Ahan-In plot Nos. 171, 
111 and portion of plot No. 112, the defen- 
dants also alleged that the water of the 
Ahar Is being accumulated in the aforesaid 
plots since more than 30 years and there 
used to be a TCanwah" In the south- 
western comer of the extended portion of 
the Rnd after it 'turned east In plot No. 
Ill, the old 'Bhow* being still in existence 
in the Pind. According to the defendants, 
the south-eastern portion of plot No. 170 
Contiguous to Pind No. 168 and south- 
western portion of plot No. Ill contiguous 


east of Pind No. 110 Is the Khanta of 
Sarikha Ahar and as such It was necessary 
to put a Pind running towards east In plot 
No. ill to prevent the water of the Khanta 
from being completely drained out and 
a Kanwah used to be given for discharg- 
ing the excess water. The aforesaid mode 
of accumulation and drainage of water 
from Sarikha Ahar, according to the 
defendants, has been coining in practice 
for more thw 30 years and it was never 
objected to by tiie landlords or the ten- 
ants of villages Amarwa and Nanhublgha, 

5. Regarding the drainage of excess 
water, the defendants further alleged that 
rince more than 30 years the excess water 
has been flowing out of the Kanwah 
through plot Nos. 110, 38. 39. 41. 35 etc. 
and ultimately going to river Falgu. Ac- 
cording to the defendants, plot Noa HI 
and 171 have been recorded as Bhith Duba 
land and for the first time the plaintiffs 
in Asarh 1367 Fasli before the inspection 
of Mr. K. D. Sharma began to raise Bawav 
Dhan in plot No. Ill to creat evidence. 
They further asserted that plot Noa 38 
and 39 are Bhith lands and no one 
raised any objection whenever water used 
to be drained out through those plots or 
through plot Noa 34 and 35 or whenever 
water used to accumulate in plot No. 112. 

6. According to the defendants, al- 
though at the time of survey only ten 
acres of paddy land of village Amarwa 
used to be irrigated by the water ol 
Sarikha Ahar but thereafter, for more 
than last 30 years, about 50 blgbas of land 
Is being Irrigated by the water of the 
aaid Ahar. The defendants admitted in 
thrir written statement that plot No. 110 
of village Nanhubigha is recorded as 
Chhaur and Its width has been shortened 
W the extension of the Pind of the Ahar 
but they asserted that no Incoavenieaee 
has been caused to the public In 

tire of plot No. 110 as a passage. The 
defendants alleged that the Chhaur does 
not extend beyond village Nanhubigha and 
as such it is not being used by all the 
members of the public. Regarding the 
construction of the Chahka. the defendants 
admitted the fact that the foundation for 
the construction of a Chahka has already 
been done in the Pind in a portion of plot 
No. 110 and in a portion of the Knd run- 
ning towards cast in plot No. IIL But 
they asserted that the construction of the 
Chahka at the above site Is quite legal 
and in accordance with the scheme sanc- 
tioned by the Government. 

T. The State of Bihar Cdefendant No. 
7) filed a separate written statement and 
raised a number of technical pleas Includ- 
ing the pleas that the notice under Sec- 
tiro 80 of the Code of Civil ^^cedure 
was illegal and invalid and that the suit 
was barred by the provirions of Bihar 
Private Irrigation and Works Act and 
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imder the law of limitation. The State 
of Bihar denied the allegation that the 
Circle Inspector, the Anchal Adhikaii and 
the Land Reforms Deputy Collector were 
In collusion with the defendants and they 
supported the case of the defendants that 
imder the scheme a Chahka was to be 
constructed in plot No. 110. 

8. The learned Munsif, who tried the 
suit, framed the following issues: 

(i) Have the plaintiSs any cause of ac-* 

tion or right to bring this suit? 

(ii) Is the suit maintainable in its pre- 
sent form and for the reliefs sought? 

fiii) Is the suit barred by limitation and 
adverse possession? 

pv) Is the suit barred by the provi- 
sions of Bihar Private Irrigation 
and Works Act? 

(v) Is the notice imder S. 80, Civil P. C. 

• on defendant No. 7 valid and legal 
and sufficient under the law? 

fvi) Is the suit bad for defect of parties? 

fvii) Is it a fact that the extended por- 
tion of the Find in plot No. 168 
into plot No. 110 has been made by 
the defendants in 1958 and the 
foundation for the Chahka was made 
In 1959? 

£viii) Is it a fact that the water of the 
Sarikha Ahar is accumulated in plot 
Nos. 171, 172, 111, 112 and 114 as 
alleged by the defendants for more 
than thirty years and the extended 
portion of the Find in plot Nos. 110 
and 111 are coming on from that 
time? 

£ix) Was there any escape for discharg- 
ing the excess water of this Ahar 
on the south-western comer of the 
Find in plot Nos. 110 and 111 for 
tlie last thirty years and were the 
defendants discharging the water 
through this passage for the last 
thirty years or more? 

(x) To what relief, if any. the plaintifEs 
are entitled? 

9. It appears that issue Nos. 2 and 6 
were not seriously pressed. Regarding 
Issue No. 5, tlie learned Mimsif recorded 
the finding that there was no defect in the 
notice under Section 80 of the Code of 
CM Procedure. Issue No. 4 was nnsvrer- 
ed by the learned Munsif in the negative. 
The three main issues, namely, issue Nos. 
7, 8 and 9. were conndered together by 
lire learac-d klunsif. Upon a considera- 
tion of the evidence adduced by the par- 
ties, both oral and documentary, the learn- 
ed Munsif held that the evidence adduced 
on behalf of the plnintifTs was consistent 
and in conformity with the record-of- 
rights including tire Fard-ab-Pasi prepared 
by the suvey nutlioritios. He, therefore, 
preferred the plaintiffs’ cx'idcncc and did 
not place any reliance on the ewdence ad- 
duced by the defendants. Accordingly he 
answered is-me No. 7 in the affirmative 
end issue Nos. 8 and 9 fn the negative. 


The learned Munaf answered Issue No. 3 
also in the negative. Regarding issue 
Nos. 1 and 10, the learned Munsif record- 
ed the finding in these words: 

'Tt will appear that the defendants have 
encroached upon a public Chhaur by ex- 
tending the Pind of the Ahra and they 
have al^ opened opening by digging the 
foundation for a Chahka which has creat- 
ed difficulty in passage over the Chahka 
and raused damages to the public pathway 
and it has also been held that in case the 
Cbsjika be constructed the lands of the 
plaintiffs are going to be submerged under 
water which would put them to loss; as 
such, the plaintiffs have a valid cause of 
action for the suit and are entitled to a 
decree therein.” 

In the result, he decreed the suit of 
the plaintiffs with costs in the following 
terms: 

*Tt is hereby declared that plot No. 110 
of village Nanhubigha is a public path and 
the defendants have no right in extending 
the Pind into this plot and the defen- 
dants are directed to restore this plot at 
the place of encroachment to its original 
position by removing the earth over 80 
links in length starting from the point 
where plot No. 168 meets plot No. 67 at 
the south-western comer, and they are 
also directed to fill up the foundation dug 
for the purpose of Chahka both at their 
own costs, wdthin three months of this 
order, failing which, the plaintiffs would 
be entitled to remove them and restore 
the above encroachments to their original 
position at the costs of the defendants and 
through file processes of the Court. The 
defendants are furfiier restrained perman- 
ently from constructing any Chahka at the 
place where the foundation has boon 
damaged to submerge the lands of ttie 
plaintiffs. The reliefs which have not 
been specifically granted by the order 
would be deemed to have been refused.” 

10. The appeal Sled by the defendants 
was heard by the 2nd Additional Subor- 
dinate Judge of Gaya. The learned Addi- 
tional Subordinate Judge formulated the 
follovdng points for determination in the 
appeal: 

(1) It is a fact that the extended portion 
of pind in plot No. 168 over 110 
was made by fire defendants in 1958 
and the foundation for fiie chalika 
was made in 1959? 

(2) FfTiothcr it is a fact that this cx- 
ten.sion took place more Uinn 30 
years bade ns alle.gcd by the defen- 
dants and fiial the vmler of Sarfiiha 
Ahar is accumulated in plot Ifos. 
171. 172, HI. 112? 

(3) V.Tiethcr fiicre v.t..s any creape for 
di-scharging the excc.ss water of Oils 
Ahar on the south-west comer of 
the pind In plot 110 and 111 for the 
last SO years as alleged by the 
defendants? 
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(4) To what reliet If any, are the ai>* 
pellants entitled? 

He took no points (1) to f3) together ana 
upon an appraisal of the evidence on the 
record recorded his findings In these 
words: 

"I hold that the defendants have very 
Eatisfactorfly proved that the extended 
portion of the pind over plot 110 was done 
more than 30 years back and the Kanwa 
was in existence at the south-western end 
of this extended portion where the Chahka 
is proposed to be constructed for the same 
period and the excess water of the Ahar 
used to pass along the Kanwah. I also 
hold that the plot 111 also formed the pet 
of the Ahar since the extension. In the 
beginning of the judgment I had made 
reference that on a close examination of 
the survey mao it will appear that the 
original plot 168 extended over a portion 
to the west of plot 111 which gives an 
indication that water used to accumulate 
on the north-western comer of plot 111 as 
otherwise there was no meaning of ^nng 
a pind to the west of plot III, It Is clear 
that subseauenlly this pind was extended 
by villagers ol Amarwa to which no ob- 
l^on was taken by the plaintiffs or any 
other villagers of Amarwa or Nanhublgha 
and the excess water or spill water of the 
ahar used to pass over this Kanwa." 

IL In the appellate Court an args* 
ment was advanced on behalf of the plain- 
tiffS'Tespondents that the defendants could 
not acquire any right ol constructing the 
Chahka at the place where its foundation 
had been dug because that would damage 
the Hala and that no prescriptive right or 
a right of easement would be acqidred In 
the Chhaur land even if the entire case 
put forward by the defendants be correct. 
The learned Additional SuborOinate Judge 
after considering the deciaon in the case 
of Kuseshwar Jha v. Uma Kant Jha. AIR 
1942 Pat I8S took the view that In the 
instant case by extending the IHnd over 
a portion of the Chhaur the width of the 
Chhaur was permanently lessened and to 
that extent there was complete disposses- 
sion and as such Art. 23 of the Limitation 
Act has no application. Regarding the Nala. 
he held that the excess water of the Ahar 
used to pass through the Kanwah along 
the Nala through this Chhaur for more 
than thirty years and that also amounted 
to permanent disposse^on and could not 
be taken to be a continuing wrong. Ac- 
cordingly he held that Art. 142 of the 
Limitation Act applied in the case and the 
plaintiffs had no remedy. _ The appeal 
was accordingly allowed with costs, the 
judgment and decree of pie trial Court 
were set aside and the suit of the plain- 
tiff was dismissed. ' 

12, The plaintiffs thereupon fHed the 
present second appeal to this Court. This 
appeal was origiiially placed for bearing 


before a learned single Judge who by hl3 
order dated the 28th of September, 1967, 
referred it to a Division Bench. On the 
I4lh of October. 1968. the appeal was 
placed before a Division Bench and that 
Bench referred it for bearing to a Full 
Bench. 

13. Learned counsel appearing for the 
appellants, while arguing the case before 
the Full Bench, challenged the findings 
of fact as recorded by the first appellate 
Court, although there is nothing to Indi- 
cate that the correctness of those finch n gs 
was challenged before the learned single 
Judge, who referred the case to a Divi- 
sion Bench, or before the Division Bench, 
which referred the case to a Full Bench. 
It was submitted that the findings of the 
Additional Subordinate Judge that exten- 
sion of the Pind over plot No. 110 was 
done more than 30 years back and Kanwah 
was in existence at the south-western end 
of the extended portion for the same period 
are based on inadmissible evidence 
namely. Exhibits A/l, A-l/l. A-1/2 and 
E/2, It was further contended that the 
judgment of the lower appellate Court 
does rrot show that the witnesses examin- 
ed on behalf of the defendants have given 
evidence to the effect that the extension 
of the Pind over plot Na 110 was made 
more than 30 years bade and the Kanwah 
is also in e:dstence at the south-western 
end of the extended portion since that 
period. Thus, according to learned coun- 
sel. the findings of the learnt Additional 
Subordinate Judge are vitiated and they 
are not binding on this Court in second 
appeaL There does not appear to be any 
substance in the grounds urged by learn- 
ed counsel for upsetting the findings of 
fact recorded by the first appellate Court. 

(Then alter discussing evidence (PaiaS 
14 to 16) his Lordship proceeded). 

17. Now I proceed to consider the 
points of law which have been raised on 
behalf of the parties. 


18. Before the learned single Judge and 
the Division Bench a point had been raised 
that in the case of public land, such as 
Gairtnazrua Am land, the question of ad- 
verse possession does not arise. Mr. I,al 
Narayan Sinha appearing for the appel- 
^ts did not press this point before the 
^11 Bench. He, however. subnUtted that 
the right of way over plot No. 110 has not 
bpn affected by the extension of the Had 
of the Ahar in this plot and by raising Its 
level and as admitted by the defendazifs 
it b still being used by the members of 
the public. Thus, there being no complete 
ouster, the instant case b a of con- 
tinuing wrong and Section 23 of the Lind- 
tation Act. 1908. applies. In suoport of 
thb contention he relied on the dedsiozzs 
In the cases of Maharani RajrooD Koer V. 
Sved Abdul Hossein. (1880) 7 Ind App 240 
fPC). Hokum Chand v. Maharaj WahaHirr 
Singh. Am 1933 PC 193. Bibhuti Narayan 
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449 and Balakrishna v. Shree D. M. Sans- 
ithan. AIR 1959 SC 798. The cases ated 
by learned counsel no doubt (support?) the 
proposition that Section 23 of the limi- 
tation Act applies to a case of obstruction 
to a right of way imless there is com- 
plete ouster. If there is no complete 
ouster it is a case of continuing nuisance 
as to which cause of action will be renewed 
djs die in diem so long as the obstruc- 
tion continues. The principles of law on 
the question of applicability of Section 23 
of the Limitation Act have been sum- 
marised by their Lordships of the Supreme 
Court in Balakrishna’s case. AlR 1959 SC 
798 referred to above, in these words: 

" Section 23 refers not to a 

continuing right but to a continuing 
wrong. It is the very essence of a continu- 
ing wrong that it is an act which creates a 
continuing source of injury and renders 
the doer of the act responsible and liable 
for continuance of the said injury. If the 
wrongful act causes an injury which Is 
complete, there is no continuing wrong 
even though the damages resulting from 
the act may continue. If, however, a 
wrongful act is of such a character that 
the injury caused by it Itself continues, 
then the act constitutes a continuing 
wrong. In this connection it is necessary 
to draw a distinction between the Injury 
caused by the wrongful act and that may 
be described as the effect of the said in- 
jury. It is only in regard to acts which 
can be properly characterised as continu- 
ing wrongs that Section 23 can be invok- 
ed." 

The material question, therefore, which 
arises for consideration is whether on the 
findings of the lower appellate Court it 
can be held that the instant case is not a 
case of complete ouster but a case of con- 
tinuing nuisance. As I have already 
pointed out, the learned Additional Sub- 
ordinate Judge has taken the view that 
by execution of the Find over a portion 
of the Chhaur the width of the Clihaur 
has been permanently lessened and to that 
extent there is complete dispossession. 
The learned Munsif in paragraph 49 of his 
Judgment has observed as follow’s: 

"From the evidence disclosed in this case 
it will appear that the pind in 110 plot has 
been extended up to 8o links as a result 
of which tiie road has been narrow’cd. 
This cannot be said to be a complete 
ouster of the public who are still using 
that passage, may be, rvith difficulty.” 

Learned counsel appearing for the ap- 
pellants contended that the above obscr- 
mtion of the trial Court i.s supported by 
the stalcmcnls made in p.amgraph 23 of 
the w’riltcn statement filed on behalf of 
defendant Ncs. 1 to 3 wherein it has boon 
esscrlcd that no Ineonvcnicncc has boon 
to the public In m.aldng use of the 
public p.assage although the width of plot 


No. 110 has been lessened due to the 
extension of the Pind. It is not possible 
to accept the contention of learned coun- 
sel According to the plaintiffs' own case 
the defendants raised the level of plot No. 
110 to_ the height of the Pind in plot No. 
168 with the result that the pathway has 
become narrow. The defendants in their 
written statement have simply asserted 
that by the extension of the Pind in Plot 
No. 110 tile pathway has only been lessen- 
ed but not completely stopped. There is, 
however, no admission by tiie defendants 
that the extended portion of the Pind is 
still being used as a pathway. The wew 
of the lower appellate Court, therefore, 
that by the extension of the Pind over a 
portion of the Chhaur the wddth of the 
Chhaur has been permanently lessened 
and to that extent there w’as complete 
dispossession cannot be said to be wrong. 
Thus, by the raising of the Pind in Plot 
No. 110 the defendants completely ob- 
structed the plaintiffs from using that 
portion of the Chhaur in Plot No. 110 
over which the Pind was extended. As 
it is a case of complete ouster. Section 23 
of the Limitation Act does not apply wdth 
regard to the extended portion of the 
Pind in Plot No. 110. 

19. The next point which falls for 
consideration is whether the defendants 
have any right to construct a Chahka on 
the extended portion of the Pind. Ac- 
cording to the finding of the lower appel- 
late Court the Chahka is proposed to be 
constructed at the south-western end of 
the extended portion of Plot No. 110 
W’here the Kanwah was in existence for 
more than 30 years and the excess water 
of the Ahar used to pass along this Kan- 
W’ah. In the map prepared by Sri 
Akhouri Sidhinath. Pleader Commis- 
sioner, 'Bhows' at three places in plot 
No. 168 have been shown by the loiters 
B(l), B(2) and B(3). The place whore the 
foundation for the proposed Chahlca was 
laid has been shov^m by the letter "X" a 
little beTi’ond the extended portion to- 
wards south-west of plot No. 110. In 
the map prepared by the Pleader Com- 
missioner there is nothing to show that 
a Kanwah exists at the place whore the 
foundation for the construction of the 
Chahka has been laid. Tlio Pleader Com- 
missioner had been spedfically asked to 
report about the Bhows and outlets and 
the passage for the flow of water from 
the Ahar. In his report under point No, 

7 he has stated as follows: 

"I found three Bhows and outlets In 
Plot No, 168 (Amarus) fitted with hume 
pipes for flow of w,'>ter to irrigate the 
fields I'V'ing to the north of it.” 

In his c'v'Tdcnco also the Plwder Cem- 
mi.srioncr (D.IV. 3) ba.t not .said a word 
about the existence of the Kanwah at 
tlic proposed rite of the ChKaka. It Is, 


252 Pat [Pra 19-201 Sheo Narayan v, JSmHca Singh (FB) (S.N.P. Singh J.j A. LB. 


therefore, difBoilt to locate the exact 
place where the Kanwah had been con- 
structed more ttan thirty years back as 
found by the lower appellate Court 
Even if it be assumed that there is a 
Kanwah at the place where the foimda- 
tion for the Chahka has been laid, the 
defendants have no right to construct a 
Chahka at that place. A Kanwah Is a 
small opening for the flow of excess 
water whereas by the construction of a 
Chahka a wide opening will be made in 
the entire width of plot No. 110 as a 
•result of wWch great volume of water 
would pass through the Chahka. Ac- 
cording to the report of the Pleader Com- 
missioner, the length of the foundation 
dug for the proposed Chahka was 22 links 
north to south, its breadth was 20 links 
east to west and its depth was 7 links. 
The plaintiffs have alleged In their plaint 
that by the construction of the Chahka 
the village path In plot No. 110 would 
become impassable and It would become 
a river flowing Nala. They have also as- 
serted that plot Nos. 34 and 35 and the 
other adioiidng plots belonging to the 
plaintiffs in village Nanhubigha would 
become Incapable of producing any crop 
and irreparable damage would be caused. 

According to the report of the Pleader 
Commissioner, plots Nos. 34. 33 and 41 
are Dhanhar Plots and plot No. 39 Is a 
Bhith plot Merely because a Kanwah 
has been In existence In the extended 
portion of the Find of the Ahar In plot 
No. 110 for more than SO years at its 
south-western end over which excess 

I water of the Ahar passes, as found by 
the lower appellate Court, the defendants 
have no legal right to construct a Chahka 
at that site. By doing 6o the defendants 
would naturally cause conaderable dam- 
age to the pathway In plot No. IIO, 
wWch had already been lessened by the 
artendon of the Hnd of the Ahar, and 
to the fields of the plaintiffs, such as. plots 
Kos. 34, 35, 39 and 41. The plaintiffs are. 
therefore, entitled to a decree for perma- 
nent Injunction restraining the defen- 
dants from constructing a Chahka at any 
place in plot No. 110 and lor a direction 
to fill up the foundation put up for the 
purposes of the Chahka with their own 
costs. 

20. Now remains to condder the ques- 
tion whether ^e defendants have acquir- 
ed any legal right to store water In the 
lands of the plaintiffs or to drain out 
excess water of the Ahar through the 
lands of the plaintiffs. As stated earlier, 
in the plaint the plaintiffs have also pray- 
ed for a decree for permanent Injuncffon 
restraining the defendants from keeping 
or storirjg water in any portion of plot 
Nos. 111. 112 and 114 of village Nanhu- 
bigha and plots Nos. 171 and 172 of 
lage Amarwa and from draining out any 
excess water of the Ahar through plot 


No. 110 or through plot Nos. 34, 35, 38, 
39, 41 etc., of village Nanhubigha. Iha 
lower appellate Court has not given any 
finding on the question whether the de- 
fendants have acquired any right to 
store water over plots Nos. 112 and 114 
of village Nanhubigha or plots Nos. 171 
and 172 of village Amanva. It has also 
not recorded any finding whether 
defendants have any right to drain out 
water from the Sarikha Ahar through 
plot Nos. 34. 35, 38, 39. 41 eta. of village 
Nanhubigha. According to the finding of 
the lower appellate Court the defendants 
have been storing water in plot No. Ill 
since the construction of the Find of the 
Ahar more than 30 years. As already 
stated, the lower appellate Court held 
that the excess water of the Ahar passes 
through the Kanwah In plot No. 110 for 
the same period. It was submitted on 
behalf of the appellants that there Is no 
question of adverse possession so far as 
the questioi^ of storing of water of the 
Ahar In plot No. Ill and other plots and 
draining of the excess water through plot 
Nos. 34. 35. 38. 39. 41 eta, are concerned. 
The xeilef claimed by the plaintiffs In 
that regard can only be refused If the 
defedants succeed in proving that they 
have acquired a right of easement to store 
water on the lands of the plaintiffs and 
to drain out the excess water of the Ahar 
In the various plots of land bdonging to 
the plaintiffs. ■■ 

Mr. Kallash Boy. learned counsel ap- 
'pearing for the respondents, did not dis- 
pute this proDoation but he contended 
that the defendants have pleaded end 
succeeded In proving such a right. In 
this connection learned counsel referred 
to paragraph 11 of the written statement 
wherein it has been stated that rince 
more than 30 years water of Sarikha 
Ahar used to accumulate In plot Nos. 
970. 171. Ill and portion of plot No. 112 
and paragraph 13 of the written state- 
ment wherein It has been stated that 
excess water has been flovring through 
plot Nos. 38. 39, 41. 35 eta. after crossing 
plot No. HO for more than 30 years. In 
paragraphs 11 and 13 of the written state- 
ment it has not been asserted that no ob- 
flection was raised by the owners of the 
plots in question to the storing of water 
In their lands and to the draining of the 
excess water through their lands. Thus, 
there is no averment In the written state- 
ment that the defendants have been en- 
Soving peacefully and openly without 
Interruption the right to store water In 
the lands belonging to the plaintiffs and 
the right to drain out water through the 
lands of the plaintiffs. 

In course of his argument. Mr. KallasK 
Hoy referred to the decisions in the fol- 
lowing cases of Radha Kishun v. SundaT 
Mah AIR 1934 Pat 11. Rambhal v. Vallab- 
bhai. AIR 1921 Bom 430, Amritanath Bis- 
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was V, Fogendra Chandra, AIR 1924 Cal 
369. Ramkrishna v. Ramanath, AIR 1929 
•Mad 819 and Madhub Dass v. Jogesh 
Chundar. (1903) ILR 30 Cal 281 and con- 
tended on the baas of the aforesaid deci- 
aons that where there is evidence of long 
enjoyment of a prescriptive right in a 
particular way it is the habit and duty 
of the Court to clothe the fact with right. 
IThus, according to learned counsel, 
thou^ it has not been specifically plead- 
ed in the written statement that the de- 
fendants as of right have been storing 
water in the Ahar in the lands of the 
plaintifis and draining out excess water 
through the lands of the plaintiffs, in 
view of the fact that there is evidence 
that the defendants are doing so for 
more than 30 years, the defendants should 
be clothed with the right to do so. It 
is difficult to accept this contention of 
learned counsel llie facts of the cases 
relied upon by learned counsel were quite 
different and as such the decisions in 
those cases do not help tlie defendants. 
In the instant case there is no finding of 
the lower appellate Court with regard to 
.the storage of v/ater over plots Nos. 112 
'and 114 of village Nanhubigha and plots 
iNos. 171 and 172 of Amarwa There is 
[also no finding regarding the drainage of 
water through plot Nos. 34, 35, 38, 39, 
41 etc. The plaintiffs, therefore, are en- 
titled to a decree for permanent injunc- 
tion restraining the defendants 
storing water of the Ahar in plot Noa 
112 and 114 of village Nanhubigha and 
plot Nos. 171 and 172 of village Amarwa 
and from draining out excess water 
through plot Nos. 3^ 35, 38. 39. 41 6t<x 
Although there is the finding of the 
lower appellate Court that the excess 
water of the Ahar has been pas^g 
through the Kanwah, which is in exm- 
ence at the south-western end of _the 
extended portion of plot No. 110 smce 
more than 30 years, the plamt^s are 
entitled to a decree for permanent mjunc- 
tion restraining the defendants from 
draining out water through the entire 
iplot No. 110 because the defendants have 
neither dmmed nor proved that they 
have been draining out water tlirough 
jKanwab. as of So far iis plot Ko. 

Ill IS concerned, no doubt there is a iina- 
ing that plot No. Ill formed the part ox 
th" Ahar since the extension but there is 
.no" finding that the defendants are u^g 
the plot as a part of the Ahar throughout 
the year as of right vath tlm result that 
no crop is raised therein. The piamUffs, 
therefore, are entitled to a^ decree for 
permanent injunction rcstraimng tiie de- 
fendants from storing water of the Ahar 
as of riglit even in plot No. 111. 


21. For the reasons stated above. I 
allow' the .appeal in part, ret aside the 
iudrmcnt and decree of the lower appel- 
late Court and decree the smt Ox the 


plamtiffs in part. The plaintiffs will be 
entitled to a decree for permanent injunt> 
tion r^raining the defendants from con- 
structing a Chahka at any place in plot 
No. 110_ and for a direction to fill up the 
foundation put up for the purposes of the 
Chahka with their own costs. The plain- 
tiffs will get a decree for permanent in- 
junction restraining the defendants from 
storing water of the Ahar as of right in 
plot Nos. Ill, 112 and 114 of village 
Nanhubigha and plot Nos. 171 and 172 
of village Amarwa and from draining 
out vrater as of right through plot No. 110 
even through Kanwah and through plot 
Nos. 34, 35, 38. 39, 41 etc. of i^age 
Nanhubigha, The plaintiffs’ suit is dis- 
missed with regard to the other reliefs. 
On the facts and drcumstances of the 
case, I direct that the parties would bear 
their own costs throughout. 

22. hnSRA, C. J. : I agree, 

23, SINHA, J. : I agree that the plains 
tiffs are entitled to a decree permanently 
injuncting the defendants from con- 
structing the Chahka in controversy. In 
my opinion, the plaintiffs have not made 
out a case for obtaining any other relief 
in this suit. The parties should bear 
their own costs throughout. 

Appeal partly allowed. 
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FULL BENCH 

a c. msRA, c. J.. u. n. sinha and 

S. N. P. SINGH, JJ. 

Ram Jiwan Singh and others, Peti- 
tioners V. State of Bihar and others. Res- 
pondents. 

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No, 244 of 
1967, D/- 1-8-1969, 

Tenancy Laws — Bihar Land Reforms 
(Fixation of Ceiling Area and Acquisition 
of Surplus Land) Act, 1961 (12 of 1962), 
S. 16(3) — Sale of lands to respondents 
ladies — Petitioners holding lands, ad- 
joining lands sold, applying under Sec- 
tion 16(3) — Fact of petitioners’ interest 
in adjoining lands nnchallcnged — Ven- 
dees neither co-.sharers of lands sold, nor, 
r.ayats of adjoining lands entitled to pre- 
emption — xVpplication allowed by autho- 
rities — In nppc.al order reversed by 
Bo-ord of Revenue — Held, that the order 
of Board was bad ns the pica that the 
sales were henami In the n.amcs of ladies 
was not talccn before the lower autho- 
rities and there was no finding by the 
Board on that plc.a hence thouch the 
respondents’ husb.snds were x-sy-st-s of .ad- 
joining lands sold the applications by 
pctitioDcr under S. 16(3) were Ki.nint.oln- 
nblc. (Fara 5) 

CN7CN/329S.f70/’.rVJ/B 
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[Correctness of view expressed by Kvi- period to be specified In the order and. 
idon Bench in 1969 BLJR 203 not cond- !f he neclects or refuses to comply with 


der^ £d.I 

Cases Referred t Chronolofpcal Paras 
(1969) 1969 BLJR 203=>1968 Pat 
UR 279. Ram Chabila Singh v. 

Bam Sagar Singh G-A 

0965) AIR 1965 SC 271 (V 52)-' 

2954^ SCR 1, Ksiskarathanaxn- 
mal V. S. Loganatha Mudaliar 4, S 

(1952) AIR 1952 Pat 61 (V 39)=* 

ILR 30 Pat 1197, Hazaribagh Mica 
llines Co. Ltd. v. Ashalata Kapoor S 
Messrs. Kailas Roy and Shivanandan 
Boy. for Petitioners; Messrs. Balbhadra 
Pr^d Singh, Bindeshwari Choudhaiy 
and Tarakant Jha, for Respondents. 

U. N. SINHA. J. : — This application has 
been filed by three petitioners under 
Articles 226 and 227 of the Constitution 
of India, praying that an order passed by 
the Additional Member, Board of Reve- 
nue. Bihar, dated the 18th April, 1967 
(Annexure G). in proceeding under Sec- 
tion 16(3) of the Bihar Land Reforms 
(Fixation of Ceiling Area and Acauirition 
of Surplus Land) Act. 1961 (Bihar Act 
of 1962) may be quashed. In order to 
appreciate the relevant facts, stated here- 
inafter. Section 16(3) of this Act Is quoted 
below:— 

"S. 16(3). (1) When any transfer of 
land is made after the cemmenceinent 
of this Act to any person other than a co- 
sharer or a raiyat of adjoiniog land, any 
co-sharer of the transferor or any ^yat 
holding land adloining the land transfer- 
red. shall be entitled within three mont^ 
of the date of registration of the docu- 
ment of transfer, to make an application 
before the Collector in the prescribe 
manner for the transfer of the land to 
him on the terms and oondltlons contain- 
ed in the said deed; 

Provided that no such application shall 
be entertained by the Coll^or xmless the 
porriiase-money together with a sum 
equal to ten per cent, thereof is depodted 
In the prescribed manner within the said 
period. 

(ii) On sud: depodt being made the 
ccKsharer or the raiyat shall be entitled 
to be put in possession of the land Irres- 
pective of the fact that the appUcatioa 
under clause (i) is pending for dedsion: 

Provided that where the application Is 
rej^ei the co-sharer or the raiyat. as 
the case may be. shall be evicted front the 
land and possession thereof shall be re- 
stored to the transferee and the trans- 
feree shall be entitled to be pdd a sum 
equal to ten per cent of the purchase- 
money out of the deposit made under 
clavise 0). 

' (iii) If the application Is allowed, the 
Collector shall by an order direct the 
transferee to convey the land in favour 
of the applicant by executing and re^tis- 
, teiing a document of transfer within a 


the direction, the procedure prescribed In 
Order 21. Rule 34 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure. 1908 (V of 1908) shall be. eo 
far as may be, followed.” 

2. The facts necessary for determina- 
tion of this writ application are as fol- 
lows The petitioners had BJed an appli- 
cation under Section 16(3} of tMa Act 
before the appropriate authority, men- 
tioning that Snmati Urmila Devi, respon- 
dent No. 3 of this Court, had transferred 

5 kathas 12 dhurs of land, described 
in schedule 1 of this application, by a 
sale deed rcgi^red on the 30th Mardi. 
1965. to three persons, namely. (1) Smt. 
Sarjug Kumari. wife of Jugal Potdar. (2) 
Smt. Nanheeyan Devi, wife of Ramchari- 
tar Potdar, and (3) Smt. Parvati DevL 
wife of R^ Agar Potdar. (The three 
ostensible vendees have been Impleaded 
In this Court as respondents Nos. 4. 5 and 

6 and their respective husbands ^ve been 
impleaded as respondents Kos. 7. 8. and 
fl). The petitioners claimed that the vend- 
ed properties may be transferred to 
them on the terms and conditions con- 
tidned la the deed of sale. A copy of the 
registered deed was attached and It may 
be mentioned that the sale deed had been 
executed on the 25th March. 1965. A 
rejoinder to this application was filed by 
the three ladies and their husbands (An** 
oexure B). substantially making out the 
following case. It was alleged In para- 
graph 5. quoted below, that, the three 
husbands of the three ladies had pur- 
chased the disputed properties by a sale 
deed dated the 25th March. 2965. for 
Bs. 2500/-, from Srimati Urmila DevL 

The details of the lands sold were also 
mentioned. Paragraph S of the rejoinder 
tuns thus:— 

“That the applicants have filed this case 
and put their claim^under Section 16(3) 
of the Act over the lands described below 
which the Opposite Party Nos. 4 to 6 
have purchased by virtue of a roistered 
Bale deed dated 25-3-65 for Rs. 1500/- 
from Smt. Urmila Devi village Palidih 
T. No. 4148 thana No. 305. 

Khata Plot Area. 

216 148 0-2-10 

145 0-2-10 

197 0-0-12” 

It was alleged, further, that on the east- 
ern boundary of plot No. 148 Jang^ 
Potdar. Ram Charitar Potdar and one 
Sukhdeo Potdar had land in plot No. 459 
by settlement. It was contended, there- 
fore. that plot No. 148 could not be the 
subject-matter of a proceeding under 
Section 16(3) of the Act. So far as plot 
Na 145 was concerned, it was alleged, 
tliat. *the Opposite Party* had lands 
adloining this plot and so plot No. 145 
also could not be the subject-matter of 
this p r oce eding . 
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SimHarly, It was alleged, that . 'the 
Opposite Party’ had some land adjommg 
plot No. 197 also, and, therefore, this plot 
also could not be the subject-matter of a 
proceeding under this Act. It 
necessary to quote here paragraim 12 of 
the rejoinder, dealing with plot No. ^7. 
for reasons to be clarified later on. That 
Paragraph runs thus; — 

"12 That plot No. 197 Is In the eastern 
and northern boundary of plot No. ip 
Khata No. 222 which is the land of the 
opposite party. The name of the opp^ 
site party Jangal Potdar is record^ to 
the landlords’ Sherista and also m toe 
sherista of toe Anchal the opposite i^rty 
pays and and (sic) gets rent receipts from 
toe State of Bihar having its ^amabanto 
No. 2 in which land of plot No. 145 is also 
inciudei” 

Various allegations were asatorf 

toe applicants under Section 16p) of toe 
Act with respect to their dain^o be rm- 
yats of the adjoining landf The 
made in the rejoinder petihon was tp toe 
effect that toe parties filing toe remind^ 
may be restored to possession, after r^ 
jecting toe application filed under Sec- 
tion 16(3) of the Act. 

3 By order dated toe 21st Jime. 1966. 
toe Additional Collector of 
allowed toe application fil^. uja^er Sec- 
tion 16(3) of the Act, dire^ng toat the 
disputed lands be conveyed to toe apph- 
cants (Annexure C). .This 

firmed by the Commismoner of pagal 

DiviMon by his order dated the 26tb 
December. 1966 (Annexure E). Ther^ 
Xr^the impugned order was Passed ^ 
the Additional Member. Board of 
mip on an apphcation filed by tne inree 
ladles and their husbands jointly 
Mon 32 of the Act The learn^ed Adto- 
tional Member has set aside the o'’'^or| 
Sad by toe two autooriUes mentioned 

4 'The point on which this writ appli- 
cation can be decided is toe question as to 
who had purchased the disputed proper- 

the three ladies mentio^, in the 

fial^ deed or their liusbands. Th^ Pomt 
h?l been urged before toe l^atpod Addi- 
tional Member of the Board of Revenue 
Ld he has dealt wath it thuK-- 

"Finally, it was urged on behalf of the 
netitioTiere tiiat they did hold land on the 
KSSrf of tho plots 
■that it was wrong to assume ti.at t - 
land adjacent to plot 197 only was _m 
tlicir possession. On this point, U 
SlbmitTcd on behalf of the opMo par- 
thnt the orxcinal d^eu naa 

who xvere wives of petitioners 4 . 5 ana b 
before tiio Board. It v.-as submitted toa. 
tormo^rty of toe xrife under the 

Hindu Law, meant for her benefit; and 
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that her husband’s interest in his own 
land would not form the basis of a claim 
on her own part as regards interest In 
adjacent land. The Board’s attention was 
drawn to AIR 1965 SC 271 and to 1965 
BLJR (sic) in this connection. But whe- 
ther the purchase of land by a wife was 
a benami transaction on the part of her 
husband, would entirely depend on the 
result of an examination of releyant 
facts. There has been no such examina- 
tion in toe present case in respect of toe 
purchases made by petitioners 1, 2 and 
3.’’ 

5. Learned counsel for toe petitioners 
has argued that the sale deed in question 
states that toe disputed properties had 
been sold to toe three ladies, and even 
if their husbands were raiyats of the 
adjoining lands, toe ladies must be com- 
pelled to transfer the disputed lands in 
favour of toe petitioners, if they them- 
selves are neither co-sharers of the trans- 
ferred lands, nor are they raiyats of ad- 
joining lands. So far as toe petitioners 
are concerned, reference is made to para- 
^aph 3 of toe writ application where toe 
petitioners have mentioned their interest 
in the adjoining lands, a fact which Is 
said to have gone unchallenged in this 
Court 

Learned counsel for the petitioners has 
also referred to the case of Kankaratha- 
nammal v. V. S, Loganatha Mudaliar, 
AIR 1965 SC 271. and to the case of 
Hazaribagh Mica Mining Co. Ltd. v, 
Ashalata Kapoor. AIR 1952 Pat 61. urg- 
ing that when tlie husbands had not prov- 
ed that they were, in fact the purchasers 
of the disputed lands, the petitioners 
application under Section 16(3) of the Act 
should not have failed. Learned counsel 
for opposite parties Nos. 4 to 9 has refer- 
red to paragraph 5 of toe rejoinder, quot- 
ed above, and has argued that the hus- 
bands had purchased the disputed _ pr^ 
perties from Srimati Urmlla Devi, in toe 
name of their wives, who were really 
Banamdars. and. therefore, the husbands 
w'cre justified in contesting the applica- 
tion for re-transfer as raiyats of adjom- 
ing lands. Having heard tho learned 
counsel for the parties. I am of the opin- 
ion that the main contention urg(^ on 
behalf of too petitioners must prcv.-ul, on 
the facts and circumstances of the 
and the order of rc-convey.mcp acM In 
favour of tho petitioners bad nghtl, ton 
made under S. 16(3) (hi) of the Act. 
ladies had not pro^-cd that the v were 
cither co-sharers of the vended hmds or 
that tir’Y were raivats of the adiomlm, 
lands and. therefore. tiie Additional 
Member of the Board of Revenue hr^ 
erred in revcniing the orders rtocd 
the authorities .subordinate to aim. -- 
■will be ncccss.arv to refer to an arp -ct oI 
ratter which iia.s been mcnticne<i Ire 
the Bench In Its order datixJ toe ICth 
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April, 1969, referring the case for dedrion 
by a lareer Bench. It has been mention- 
ed that according to the order of the first 
authority, dated the 21st June, 1968, **it 
was adrnitted by the pre-emotor that the 
transferee had his land on the boundary 
of one of the three plots transferred by 
the sde deed in question’*. 1 do not 
think that the learned Chief Justice and 
Wasiuddin. J., meant to say that without 
any doubt the ladies had land on the 
boundary of the three plots In dispute, 
fc this context paragraph 12 of the re- 
joinder, quoted above, may be conader- 
ed It is obvious that ^t para- 
graph. the husbands, or at least one of 
die husbands, namely. Jangal Potdar had 
claimed to be rrdyat of the land adioin- 
ing plot No. 197. Ihe Additional Collec- 
tor while passing his order must have had 
this fact in mind when he referred to the 
so-called admisdon by the pre-emplorat 
that the transferee was on the boundary 
of one of the three plot^ namely, plot 
No. 197, conveyed by the sale deed in 
question. So fax as the present petition- 
ers are concerned, the learned Commis- 
sioner had foimd that they were raiyats 
of the adjoining lands and the learned 
Additional Member of the Board of Re- 
venue has not held otherwise. On the 
general question of a Benaml transactSoo. 
raised by learned counsel for the contest- 
ing respondents, it is enough to state that 
the matter bad not been urged before the 
Additional Collector and the Cornmla- 
doner, and the learned Additional Mem- 
ber of the Board of Revenue has not de- 
cided the question, and so it is not neces- 
sary to deal with this matter at this et^e. 
In 'riew of the fact that this application Is 
being allowed on the groimds stated 
above, it is no longer necessary to deal 
with the point formulated by the Dlvison 
Bench, referred the case to a larger 
Bench. 

6. In the result, the order passed by 
the AddJtinnaJ CcVector, Usnsbyr, dsSea 
the 2l5t June. 1966 (Annexure C) and 
that of the Commissioner, dated the 26th 
December, 1966 (Annexure ^ must be 
taken to be valid orders and a writ of 
Certiorori must issue, .quashing the order 
of the Additional Member. Board of Re- 
venue. Bihar, dated the 18th April, 1967 
fAimexure G). . In the drcinnstances of 
the case, parties are directed to bear their 
own costs of this Court 

6-A. IvnSRA, C.J.: I agree to the order 
proposed. The reference to the Full 
Bench was occasioned mainly to consder 
the soundness of the view expressed by 
a Division Bench of this Court In Bam 
Chabila Singh v. Ramsagar Singh, 1969 
BLJR 203. My learned brother has 
thought it ’proper not to answer the ques- 
tion formulate because he has accepted 
the finding of fact that the pre-emptois 
had tanri all round the three vended plots; 


being xjortions of plots Nos. 145 and 148 
and plot No, 197 (whole), llie petition- 
ers. Ram Jiwan Singh and others, claimed 
as pre-emptors of these three plots which 
were sold in favour of the opposite party, 
ML Sarjug Devi. ML Naniha. ML Parwati 
and their husbands, Jhangal Poddar, 
Ramcharittar Poddar and Ram Sagar 
Poddar. The learned Additional Collec- 
tor and the Commissioner, Bhagalpxir 
Division, allowed the claim of the pre- 
emptors on the ground that they had land 
near the disputed plots and the purchasers 
did not have any such land near these 
plots. The learned Additional Member, 
Board of Revenue, however, allowed the 
revision application filed by the pur- 
chasers on certain technical grounds. The 
Division Bench dedsion. however, which 
occasioned the reference, as I gather from 
the Supreme Court Department, Is the 
subject-matter of an appeal In the 
Supreme Court 

Accordingly, It may not be necessary 
fo answer tbe question formulated at this 
stage. As for the nearness of the land 
of the purchasers to plot No. 197, the 
finding of the Commissioner is not that 
they had no land in the neighbourhood 
of Plot No. 197 but that the pre-emptors 
had land which was nearer to plot No. 
1197. plot No. 393 belooglng to the pre- 
emptors is contiguous to plot No. 197 
and plot No. 195. which also adjoins plot ' 
Na 197, however, was In possession of the 
purchasers. The learned Comndssiontft 
therefore, xvent upon the closer proxi- 
pjity to plot No. 197 of plot No. 198 than 
tJot No. 105. In that view of the matter 
also, this application can be disposed of 
only upon the finding of proximity. The 
pronouncement of the Supreme Court la 
tte appeal Is likely to settle the 
question, 

7, S, N.P. SINGH, J.; I agree. 

petition allowed. 


'ADI 1970 PATNA* 256 (V 57 C 40) 
TARKESHWAR NATH AND 
K. K. DUTTA, JJ. 

Administrator of District Board, Gaya, 
Appellant v. Shri Deonath Sahay, 
pondenL 

AJJLD. No. 887 of 1966. D/- 6-&-1969. 
against Judgment of Sub-J., Gaya, D/- 
20-6-1966. 

fA) Limifation Act (1903), ArL 146^A 
•— Salt for possession of land by District 
Board — Z.and not part of pablie road or 
road side — Article has no application. 

(Para 4) 

(B) Bihar and Orissa Xjocal Self-Gov- 
ernment Act (Bengal Act 3 of 1885), 
S. 138 — Rales under Rr. 93, 94 and 103 
~ Registered lea se of land of valao of 

CN/DN/B297/70/RGD/A 
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= (AIR 1968 SC 554) their Lordships did 
not favour the ejrtended meaning given In 
an earlier decision of that Court in the 
Corporation of City of Hagpur’s case, 
(1960) 1 Lab LJ 523 =■ (AIR 1960 SC 675) 
to the expression "undertaking” which is 
fairly elastic, _Be that as it may, there 
can be no denying the fact that the specific 
judgment in that case was not overruled. 
Every judgment is an authority for what 
it decides and not for the various observa- 
tions made therein which may be in the 
nature of a reasoning or an obiter dicta 
to support the decision arrived at Even 
if it be held that "imdertaking” to fall 
within the concept of "industry” must be 
an enterprise analogous to business or 
trade, there cannot be a dispute that Fire 
Brigade service is sudi an imdertaking as 
held by the Supreme Coimt It is not 
necessary that the activity must be one 
which is likely to bring profit before it 
can fall in the category of an industry. 
Fire Brigade service is a 'service' and also 
an 'undertaking’ within the meaning of 
Section 2 (j) of the Act Section 2 (n) 
defines "public utility service” and means: 

*'(i) any railway service; or any Trans- 
port service, for the carriage of pas- 
sengers or goods by air. 

Ci) • » • • • 

• S • V * 

* » • • • 

(vi) any industry specified in the First 
Schedule which the appropriate 
Government may, if satisfied that 
public emergency or public interest 
so requires, by notification In the 
Ofiicial Gazette, declare to be a 
public utility service for the pur- 
poses of this Act, for such period 
as may be specified in the notifica- 
tion: 

Provided that the period so specified 
shall not, in the first instance, exce- 
ed six months but may. by a like 
notification, be extended from time 
to time, by any period not exceed- 
ing six months, at any one time If 
in the opinion of the appropriate 
Government public emergency or 
public interest requires such exten- 
riom” 

The First Schedule which is correlated 
with sub-clause (vi) of cL (n) of Section 2 
gives various industries which may he 
declared to be public utility services and 
Fire Brigade sei^ce is one of them. Legis- 
lature has treated Fire Brigade service as 
an industry which can bo declared by the 
appropriate Government to be a public 
utmtY service giving rise to industrial dis- 
putes rmd other consequences connected 
therewith. The Supreme Court in tlie 
Corporation of City of Kngpuris case. 
(19G0) 1 Lab LJ 523 (AIR 1960 SC 675) 
was dealing with the Central Provinces 
and Bcrar Industrial Disputes Settlement 
Act, 1947. That Act gave the definition 
1970 P. & Hjl9 YU. G-^ 


of "industry” in somewhat different 
language and limited the scope of an un- 
dertaking. It included: — 

"(a) any business, trade, manufacturing 
or mining undertaking or calling of 
employers, 

(b) any calling, service, emplovment, 
handicraft or industrial occupation 
or avocation of employees, and 

(c) any branch of an industry or a group 
of industries.” 

In the defmtion of the expression "indus- 
try” as given in the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947, there are no limitations pre- 
fixed to the word "undertaking” which can 
be given a wider meaning. Their Lord- 
ships deciding the Corporation of City of 
Nagpur’s case, (1960) 1 Lab U 523 = (AIR 
1960 SC 675) gave extended meaning to 
the expression "undertaking” in spite of 
the limitations laid therein. The subsequent 
decision of the Supreme Court in J-Iadras 
Gymkhana Club Employees’ Umon’s c.'se, 
(1967) 2 Lab LJ 720 = (AIR 1968 SC 554) 
has laid down some additional tests to 
determine whether an activity is industry 
or not, but it does not mean that the deci- 
sion in the Corporation of City of Nagpur’s 
case, (1960) 1 Lab LJ 523 = (AIR 1960 SC 
675) does not hold the field. In my 
opinion, the Industrial Tribunal went 
wrong and committed an error apparent 
in not following the judgment of the 
Supreme Court which is on all fours with 
the present case and instead relying on 
some observations made in Madras 
Gvmkhana Club Employees’ Union’s case, 
(1967) 2 Lab LJ 720= (AIR 1968 SC 554). 
On merits, the Tribunal has giv^en a find- 
ing that prima fade the workmen are en- 
titled to the concessions claimed by them 
but has not disposed of all the Issues. 

8. For the foregoing reasons, I allow 
the writ petition, quash the Impugned 
aw'ard of the Industrial Tribunal and 
direct that it should proceed to dispose of 
all the other issues on merits. I assess 
the costs of the petitioners at Rs. 150. 

Petition allowed. 


Am 1970 PUNJAB &: HARY.ANA 289 
(V 57 C 44) 

FULL BENCn 

MEHAR SINGH. C. J.. HARBANS 
SINGH, D. K JiLAHAJAN, GURDEV 
SINGH AND BAL RAJ TULI. JJ. 
Sada Kaur, Appellant v, Ealditawnr 
Singh and others. Respondents. 

Second Appeal No. 145G of lOO-?, D/- 
3-11-19G9. 

(A) Custom (Piinjnb) — Widow — Re- 
marriage with husband's brother — Eflect 
on life cst.itc in husband’E property. 

There is no universal custom amongst 
the Jats of Punjab, by which a widow 
does not forfdt her life eriate in her hus- 

AN/AN-ZAlS/JO/CWil/P. 
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band’s pnaperty by reason of her re- 
marriage with her husband’s brother and 
the same holds Rood with regard to 
Dhaliwal Jats of Muktsar in the 

Ferozepur District. Case law discussed. 

(Para 281 

(B) Custom (Punjab) — Proof of 
eu^m. 

A custom to be treated as a general 
custom may nM be an immemorial custcon 
as is contemplated under the English Law, 
and If a particular custom is well-recognis- 
ed by judicial decisions and otherwise 
^en the same may be taken judicial 
notice of by the Courts TOlhout any fur- 
ther proof by producing particular In- 
stances. AIR 1941 PC 21, BeL on. 

(Para 15) 

(C) Custom (Pnajab) Specif cnstom 
— Barden of proof. 

It is for the party who pleads the 
spedal custom, not only to plead it, but 
also to prove the same unless such a 
special custom has been recognised to be 
in existence in such a large number of 
cases that even no instance may be esta- 
blished to discharge the burden. 

(Para 20) 

Cases Referred; Chionologleal Paras 
(1964) AIR 1964 SC 1821 (V 61) « 

(1964) 7 SCR 430. Mara v. Mst 

Nlkke 13 

0961) AIR 1961 PunI 301 (V 48) - 

ILR (1961) 2 Pun] 340 (FB). 

Charan Singh Kamam Singh ▼. 

Gurdial TTamam Singh 

3. 4. 5. 9. 10 


aseo) AIR 1960 SC 1118 fV 47) - 
0960) 3 SCR 975. Jai Kaur v. 

Sher Singh LI 

09551 AIR 1955 SC 266 (V 42) - 
1955 SCR 1191, Salig Ram v. Mt. 

Maya Devi 11, 24 

0941) AIR 1941 PC 21 (V 28) - 
€8 Ind App 1, Mst Subhani v, 

Nawab 11. 15 

0924) AIR 1924 Sind 17 (V 11)- 
76 Ind Cas 408. Sant Singh v. 

Ran Bai 4. 12. 27 

0911) 1911 Pun Re 51 - 10 Ind 
Cas 885. Basanti v. Partapa 4, 27 

(1910) 64 Pun Re 1910 - 113 Pun 
LR 1910. Hardam Singh v. Mt 
Mahan Kaur 18. 21 

0900) 115 Pun Re 1900. Mst Indi 
V. Bhanga Singh 17, 18, 21, 

26. 27 

0900) 88 Pun Re 1000. Punjab 
Singh V. Mst Chandl 17. 21 

(1889) 90 Pun Re 1889, Mt Ramon 
V. Baisakha Singh 21 

0888) 25 Pun Re 1888. Didar Singh 
V. Mst Dharmon 16. 17, 19, 21, 

24. 25. 28 

0883) 117 Pun Re 1883, Mst Jai 
De^ V. Hamam Singh IS 

G, C. Mittal with P, C. Jain, for At>«^' 
pellet; N. I- Dhingra with hi. S. DhiUon* 
for Be^ndents. 

ORDER OF REFERENCE OP DIVISION 
BENCH 

MESAR SINGH C J.:— The foDow- 
hig pedigree-table of the parties asrists in 
appreciation of the facts of the case— 


GULAB ^GU (deceased) 


DalipSln^ 

(deceased) 

Widow Sada 
Kanr 

Deleadast 1, 


Daoi^ten 


The land in tKspute was Inherited by his 
five sons on the death of Culab Singh, the 
common ancestor. The stiit out ol wliich 
the present second appeal arises; was in- 
stituted by the two plaintiffs on January 
22. 1962. They averred that aome thi^ 
years earlier to that Dalip Sinsh );ad died 
Issueless, leaving him surviving his widow 
Sada Kaur defendant 1, who, witMn a 
few months of the death of her husband, 
remarried, by Karewa, the real brother 
of her husband, Chand Singh defendant 2, 
They have had a number of children out 
of that marriage. On the death of 
Sampuran Singh, his two daughters 
(defendants 3 and 4) sold one-fifth share 
of their , father to the remaining four 
branches of the common ancestor. The 
plaintiff averred that the land la ances- 
tral qua them and thrir brother Dalip 


Singh deceased, that they were governed 
by custom among Dhaliwal Jats In 
Mulctsar Telisil of Ferozepur District In 
regard to inheritance, widow’s right to 
auccession, and forfeiture of estate on 
widow's unchastity or remarriage, and that 
throughout they have remained In pos- 
sesrion of the land as owners and co- 
sharers. They sought declaration that they 
were owners of two-thirds of the land, the 
rest one-third remaining with Chand 
Singh defendant 2. This they claimed on 
the ground that on remarriage Sada Kaur 
defendant 1 forfeited her right to the 
estate of her deceased husband Dalip 
Singh. 

2. The tri^ Court found that the euff 
of the plaintiffs was witoln time, that 
though the parties are Dhaliwal Jats. by 
the custom applicable to them. Sada Kaur 
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defendant 1 did not forfeit her first hus- 
band’s estate on remarriage to his real 
brother Chand Singh defendant 2, that 
the pl^tifEs failed to prove their title by 
prescription, that the land is ancestr^ qua 
the plaintifis and Dalip Singh deceased^ 
and that Sada Kaur defendant 1 had be- 
come full owner of her share of the land 
in view of the provisions of the Hindu 
Succession Act, 1956. l^e learned trial 
Judge by his judgment and decree of 
June 13, 1963, thus did not grant dedara- 
tion to the plaintiffs as prayed for by 
them, but he made a declaration that they 
along with Chand Sir^h defendant 2 are 
owners and in possession of four-fifths of 
the land in dispute. Decree was ordered 
to be made according to that, leaving the 
parties to bear their own costs. On an ap^ 
peal by the plaintiffs from the decree of 
the trial Coux^ the learned Additional Dis- 
trict Judge of Ferozepur by his judgment 
and decree of August 7, 19^ reversed the 
decree of the trial Court and decreed the 
claim of the plaintiffs as a whole. He 
pointed out that no other issue was a 
matter of argument before him except 
whether Sada Kaur defendant 1 having 
remarried, within a few months of the 
death of her first husband, his real 
brother Chand Singh defendant 2, for- 
feited the estate she inherited from her 
first husband or not? He answered the 
question in favour of the plaintiffs and 
against the defendants, relying very great- 
ly upon the statement of custom in diis 
behalf as given at page 166 of Currie’s 
Customary Law of Ferozepur District of 
the Settlement of 1914. Question 47 is — • 
What is the effect of unchastity upon the 
right of a yddow to the estate of her 
deceased husband? What is the effect of 
her remarriage? And the answer given 
is — 

"Answer — At last settlement Mr. 
Francis wrote; — 

tJnchastity or remarriage deprives a 
widow of her right to the property.’ The 
Muktsar Code gives a similar answ’er. The 
Sirsa Code, howe\’er, stated; "If a sonless 
widow have succeeded to her husband's 
estate, and be proved unchaste or leave 
her husband’s house to reside permanently 
with her parents elsewhere, or marry by 
nilcah or karcwa any one except a near 
agnate of her husband, she loses all 
right to her husband’s estate’ Further 
on (page 124) it says:— 'Whenever a wi- 
dow remarries, even if she marry the 
brother of her deceased husband, she 
lo ses her right to her deceased husband’s 
estate, which rev'crts at once to his 
agnates (mostly Sikh, Jats, Kumhar, 
Khatri, Lohar. Bodla, Chishti, Wattu), 
If a sonless vidow in possession of her 
husband’s estate marries his brother, she 
is often allowed to remain in posses-rion of 
her deceased husband’s estate for her 


fife time (Bagn Jats, Musalman Jats and 
Eajputs). 

As regards the question of imchastity, 
there seems to have sprung up a greater 
laxity. Most tribes now say that unchas- 
tity does not affect the widow’s rights. 
The foUowing groups however say that 
unchasUty entails forfeiture: — Among 
Sikh Jats, Dhaliwals of Moga and Mukt- 
sar. Siddhus in Ferozepore, Gils and mis- 
cellaneous Jats in Moga and Sandhus and 
Khosas in Muktsar, and among other 
tribes — Bodlas, Nipals and Chishtis in 
Fazilka, and in Ferozepore Pathans, 
Arains and Moghals. 

Note. — The truth on this point, I think, 
is that as long as the widow remains in 
her deceased husband’s house and her ■ 
unchastity is not an open scandal, no 
one will object 

_As regards the effect of remarriage, all 
tribes that admit widow remarriage agree 
that no matter whom the widow marries, 
she forfeits all right to her deceased hus- 
band’s estate. 

Note. — Despite the rulings to the con- 
trary that are quoted briow, I am con- 
vinced that the above answer Is a true 
exposition of the custom. The people 
when pressed on the point put It as 
follows; — the widow on re-maniage 
ceases to be the wddow of her late hus- 
band and becomes the wife of the man 
she has married; she thus forfeits her 
right, which is really only one of main- 
tenance from the income of the de- 
ceased’s property. Instances to the 
contrary will generally be found to be 
rather of the nature of family arrange- 
ments. whereby if the widow has 
daughters by the prerious husband, 
she may be allowed to retain the wliole 
or a part of the estate till they have 
been married or where the new hus- 
band has already a wife and it is anti- 
cipated that the two women may 
quarreL 

Many of the refusals in succesrion 
cases to admit that a karewra marriage 
has taken place are simply due to the 
belief that ipso facto the widow^s rights 
are extinguished.” 

The learned Author then discusses the 
decisions of the Chief Court and dtes one 
hundred and twro instances in support of 
his conclusions. Of those there arc nine 
of Dhaliwal Jats, seven from Moga Tch- 
si] and two from Farilka Teh-sil, appear- 
ing at pages 173, 174 and 185. Of thos: 
nine instances of Dhalix^vil Jats in Feroze- 
pur District eight are in support of the 
plaintiffs and one against them, ^ All the 
seven instances from Moga Teliril are In 
support of the plaintifTs, Of the two 
instances from Fazillra Teh-til one fs in 
their favour and one is against them, 
tliat is to say, one instance is in favnt.m 
of Sada Kaur defendant 1. I^o instance 
of Dhaliwal Jats is available from Mukt- 
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Bar Tebdl. but the enquiries of the learn- 
ed Author as (Rested at page 106 ^ve 
an answer even with regard to Dhaliwal 
Jats of Muktsar Tehsil on the questions 
posed. It will be seen that so far as the 
question of remarriage is concerned, all 
tribes said that remarriage, no matter 
whom the widow remarries, causes for- 
feiture of all rights to her deceased hua* 
band's estate. Overwhelming Instances 
of other Jats in Ferozepur F^rict are 
also in support of the plaintiffs and 
against Sada Kaur defendant 1, as enu- 
merated and listed In this book. Kow. 
apparently Kwaj-i-Am, unless rebutted. 
Is a relevant and strong mece of evidence 
In support of custom. No doubt, the 
females were not consulted at the time 
of preparation of the HiwaJ-l-am but la 
spite of this no substantial evidence to 
the contrary In the form of sufBdcnt 
number of instances Is available in tlds 
book which rebuts the presumption of 
correctness of the custom stated therdn. 

S. Ihe learned Additional District 
Judge thus proceeded on this eridence 
and was of the opimon that the Full 
Bench dedrion of this Court reported as 
Cbaraa Singh Kamam Singh v. Gurdial 
Singh E^am Singh, A^ 1961 Pun] 301 
(FB), was not quite In point because ft 
was a case from another district, that b 
to say, Ambala District 

4. There has been an appeal by the 
defendants other than the daughters of 
Sampuran Singh deceased against the ai>* 
pellate judgment and decree of the Addi- 
tional Dishdct Judge of Ferozepore. It 
came for hearing before Tek Chand J., 
and the learned Judge was of omnlon 
that Charan Singh's case. AIR 1961 Pun] 
301 (FB) has stated, following paragraph 
32 and Bxceptioa 1 to that paragraph of 
Battigan’s Digest of Customary Law. 1933 
Edition, that among Jats Temartiage In 
Karewa form witt the brother of the de- 
ceased husband does not cause forfeiture 
of a vddow’s life estate In the property 
of her first husband, the propoation 
therein too broadly and it b not really 
supported by authority. The learned 
Judge points out In his order of reference 
of September 5. 1967, that In the first 
nine ^tions of Eattigan’s Digest of Cus- 
tomary Law, of which the first rix were 
by tte Author himself. Sir William Batti- 
gan. between 1880 and 1921, there was 
no reference to any such custom In the 
Digest It was for the first time Intro- 
duced by Mr. SI J. Rustomii when he 
edited the Digest to 1925 and has «n1i- 
nued to it ever dnce. The learned Judge 
then points otrt that when it was Intro- 
duced to toe Digest by Mr. Rustomp 
there was no authority to support of It 
but a mistaken view taken In Sant Singh 
V. Bari Bai. 76 Ind Cas 408- AIR 1924 
Sind 17. derided on August 1. 1923. by 
the Judlrial Camxnlsdoner of Sind. There 


Bakhtawar Singh (FBI A,LB. 

the learned Judidal Commisrioner by 
mist^e stated that among Sikh Jats of 
Punjab. Instead of Sikh Jats of JuUimdur, 
which was toe case before him, a widow 
does i«3t forfeit her life estate in her de- 
ceased husband's property by reason of 
remarriage in Karewa form ■with her hus- 
band’s brother whether he be the sole 
cundving brother or there are otoer 
brothers as well of the deceased. The 
learned Judicial Commissioner was rely- 
ing upon Basanti v. Partapa, 51 Pun Re 
0911. which was a case from Ludhiana 
District and did sot state a general cus- 
tom applicable to all the districts in the 
Punjab. This mist^e has ever dnce, ac- 
cording to the learned Judge, been re- 
peated and unjustly attributed to Sir 
William Rattigan. the original Author of 
the Digest The learned Judge felt that 
he was bound by toe decision of the Full 
Bench in Charan Singh's case, AIR 1961 
Punl 301 (FB) and so he has made refer- 
ence of this case to a larger Bench, which 
means a Bench of five Judges, because 
Charan Singh’s case, AIR 1961 Punl 301 
(FB) was derided by a Bench of three 
judges, 

5. The question that has been posed 
by toe learned Judge Is, whether by iml- 
versal custom among the Sikh Jats of toe 
Punjab, a widow does not forfrit her life 
estate in her husband’s prope r t y by rea- 
son of her remarriage to Karewa form 
with her husband’s brother, and. If so, 
whetoer the custom admits of exceptJoas 
among difierent tribes of Sikh Jats and 
In particular among Dhaliwal Jats of 
Muktsar Tehal of Ferozepore District 
In Charan Singh’s case. AIR 1961 Puaj 
301 (FB) it was not stated that there Is 
a universal custom of tot* ty^ but fr om 
the judgment an argument to support of 
such a claim may be urged. That was a 
case which decided the dispute between 
toe parties from Ambala Di^ct Now, 
It is acknowledged that custom to Pmijab 
is Bot only loc^ bat si^ tribal It rosy 
vary from district to district, from tehsil 
to tehsil. and from Pargana to Pargana 
fa toe case of toe same tribe. It may 
vary from tribe to tribe and. what Is 
more, it may vary among different seo 
tlons or castes of the same tribe. If my 
memory serves me right, except to one 
case, it has never bear accept^ th;^t 
there Is any such thing as a general cus- 
tom Prevailing In Pxmjab. Custom hM 
every time to be alleg^ and proved as a 
fact True, instances of reported cases 
may offer ready precedents to support of 
a riaun in this respect, but a custom hw 
stai to be alleged and proved. In a ^ven 
case proof may be readily available in 
the form of reported cases or as Is more 
common in toe statement of toe custom 
to the RiwaJ-l-Am, to which arches a 
presumption of correctness and truth un- 
less otherwise rebutted. So that It would 
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be a point •wbether. the Full Bench in 
Charan Singh’s case, AIR 1961 Punj 301 
(FB) intended to lay down any broad 
proposition that the statement of custom 
therein is applicable as a general or a 
imiversal custom among Jats in the whole 
of Punjab. I was a party to that case 
but mine was a dissenting judgment. 
What has been brought to light by the 
learned Judge was never placed before 
us when that case was heard. Apart 
from this whatever may be the case of a 
custom on the aspect of the matter among 
a particular tribe of Jats in Ambala, in 
Ferozepore District among the tribe of 
the parties, according to Currie’s Custo- 
mary Law of Ferozepore District, 1914 
Settlement, the custom with them is quite 
to the contrary. In these circumstances, 
I thnik it would not be proper to pose a 
definite question for the larger Full 
Bench in this case. The reason is that 
the vast majority of cases on custom are 
more disposed of upon the evidence than 
upon abstract statement of custom as law. 
As I have already said, in so far as my 
memory serves, there has only been one 
statement of general custom applicable to 
the whole of Punjab in a dedsion of the 
Privy Coimdl, but only on one isolated 
aspect of the customary law and no other. 
In these circumstances. I think It more 
appropriate that this second appeal be 
placed before a Bench of five Judgra for 
final disposal on all aspects that arise In 
fhtg appeal including the consideration of 
the Fi^ Bench decision in Charan Singh’s 
case, AIR 1961 Punj 301 (FB). So the 
case is referred to a Bench of five Judges. 

6. BAL EAJ TULI, J. : I agree. 

JUDGMENT OF FULL BENCH 

7. HARBANS SINGH, J. : The facts of 
the case have been given in detail in the 
referring order and for the purpose of this 
apppnl. it is not necessary to give them 
In extenso. 

8. After the demise of one Gulab 
Singh, a Dhaliwal Jat of Muktsar Tehsil 
in District Ferozepur, the property was 
inherited try' his five sons in equal shares 
some thirty years before 22nd of January, 
1962. when the suit, out of which the 
present second appeal has arisen, was 
filed. Dalip Singh, one of the sons of 
Gulab Singh, died leaving him suriiiing 
only Ws widow Sada Kaur defendant 
No. L Within a few months of the death 
of her first husband, Sada Kaur remarri- 
ed in Kareiva form the real brother of 
her husband, Chand Singh defendant No. 
2. The tlilrd brother Sampuran Singh 
died leaving two daughters, who trans- 
ferred one-fifth share of their father to 
the surviving three brothers including 
Cnand Singiu It nnpears that the poss^ 
don of the entire land continued v.atb 
the three brothers though In the revenue 
record Sada Kaur was mentioned as the 


owner of one-fiifth share belonging to her 
first husband. The present suit was 
brought by the remaining two brothers, 
namely. Bakhtewar Singh and Jit Singh 
for a declaration that they were govem- 
^ by custom according to which Sada 
Kaur_ on remarriage forfeited the estate 
iMeiited by her from Dalip Singh and 
the same devolved, on her remarriage, on 
the_ remaining three brothers, that is, two 
pl aint i ffs and Chand Sin^h defendant 
No. 2 They sought a declaration that they 
are the owners in possession of the two- 
third share. As modified by the lower 
appellate Court, the plaintiffs were grant- 
ed a decree as prayed and this second 
appeal was Med by Sada Kaur, challeng- 
ing this decision. The main contention 
on behalf of the appellant was that a re- 
marriage by the widow with the real 
brother of her deceased husband does not 
involve a forfeiture of the estate inherit- 
ed by her from the deceased husband. 

9. This appeal in the first instance 
came up before the learned single Judge, 
who referred it to a Divirion Bench for 
an authoritative decirion. The Bench, 
however, by its order dated 31st of July, 
1968, felt ttiat the question involved In 
the care reqinred, more authoritative con- 
sideration particularly in view of an ear- 
lier Full Bench decision in AIR 1961 Punj 
301 (FB), This Regular Second AppeM 
vms, therefore, directed to be placed be- 
fore a Bench of five Judges and that Is 
how the case is before us. 

10. The question involved In the case 
and which was posed by the Diwrion 
Bench is in the following terms: — 

"Whether by universal custom among 
the Sikh Jats of the Punjab, a vndow 
does not forfeit her life estate in her hus- 
band’s property by reason of her remar- 
riage in Karewa form vrith her husband’s 
brother, and, if so. whether the custom 
admits of exceptions among different 
tribes of Sikh Jats and in particular 
among Dhaliwal Jats of Muktsar Tehril 
of Ferozepur District’’ 

Charan Singh’s case, AIR 1961 Punj SOI 
(FB) was from Ambala District and the 
question referred to the Full Bench was 
not the same as arises in the present case, 
but slightly different namely, "whether 
in the case of Jats got'emed by custom 
in matters of succession, a vndow, by 
remarrying her deceased husband's bro- 
ther. is entitled to collateral succession In 
the family?'’ 'The question argued before 
the Bench viz., whether by remarriage 
with the real brother of her first hii-hand, 
she w'ould forfeit the life Interest Inherit- 
ed by her from her first husband was dis- 
cussed and the conclusion arri%*cd at by 
the Full Bench was that to the general 
rule that a widow on remarriage forfeits 
her life Interest in the estate InhcrfSed 
by her finm her first husband vros sub- 
ject to an exception or a special ejstcm 
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prevailine among Jats that a remarriage 
hi the Karewa form with the brother of 
the deceased husband does not cause sudi 
a forfeiture. In fact, this proportion 
was accepted by the learned counsel for 
both the parties and conseauently the 
question, which is before this Bendi, 
was not examined at any conaderable 
length either by the Divisloii Bench or 
by the iSjU Bench, 

IL Paragraph 32 of Rattifian’a IHgest 
of Customary Law is to the following 
effect-- 

"In the absence of custom, the remar- 
riage of a widow causes a forfeiture of 
her life interest in her first husband’s 
estate which then reverts to the nearest 
heir of the husband." 

Ko exception can be taken to tMs state- 
ment of general custom prevailing among 
the Jat& Rattigan’s Digest of Customary 
Law of Punjab has received the seal of 
being a book of tmdisputed authoiify by 
the Privy Coundl In MsL Subhani v- 
Nawab. AIR 1941 PC 21 and by the 
Supreme Court In Salig Ram v. Eft Maya 
Devi, AIR 1955 SC 266. and Jai ^ur v. 
Sher Singh. AIR 1960 SC 1118. 

12. There are number of exceptions 
snentlooed to this statement of general 
custom and we are concerned with Ex- 
ception L which is stated in the follovdng 
terms:— 

"Amongst certain tribes a rematriage 
In the Karewa form with the brother of 
the deceased husband does not cause a 
forfeiture of the widow’s Ufe ^tate in 
the property of her first husband " 

Some of the cases died in support of thb 
statement relate to Sikh Jats of different 
districts in Punjab Including Sirsa. Amrit- 
sar. Ferozepur and Ludhiana. In the 
twelfth edition of this Digest of Custo- 
mary Law, the following statement is 
found add^ for the first time: — 

"By custom among the Sikh Jats of the 
Pimjab a widow does not forfeit her life- 
ta bAc dfioftaaed tvithsii/i’a 
by reason of her remarriage In Karewa 
form with her husband's brother, whether 
be be the sole surviving brother or there 
are other brothers as well of the de- 
ceased.” 

The case quoted In support of this gene- 
ral statement is 76 Ind Cas 408»AIR 1824 
Sind 17. 

12. It is now well-settled that agricul- 
tural custom In Punjab is not only locaL 
but also tribal and may even differ from 
Tehsil to Tehsil and fcnm tribe to tribe 
Mara v. MsL Nikke, AIR 1964 SC 1821. 

14. On behalf of the respondents, who 
are brothers other than the one who mar- 
ried the widow by Karewa marriage. It 
was vehemently argued that the Sind 
case is no authority for the recognition 
of such a universal exception to the gene- 
ral as stated in paragraph 32 of 


Rattlgan’s Digest of Customary Law. It 
was further urged that in the District of 
Ferozepur and puire so amongst Dhaliwal 
Jats, this exception was not recognised 
and the general rule resulting In the for- 
fnture of the life estate hy the widow 
on remarriage applied notvnthstanding 
the fart that remarriage was with a bro- 
ther of the deceased husband. 

15. As was observed by the Privy 
Council in Mst Subhani’s case, AIR 1841 
PC 21 a custom to be treated as a general 
custom may not be an Immemorial cus- 
tom as is contemplated under the English 
Law. and if a particular custom fs well- 
recognised by judicial decisions and other- 
wise. then the same may be taken judi- 
cial notice of by the Courts without any 
ftiither proof by producing particular In- 
stances. The question, therefore, before 
tts is whether the exception mentioned Is 
the Raltigan’s Digest of Customary Law 
under paragraph 32 that the forfeiture 
does not take place in easp of widow’s re- 
marriage with her husband’s brother b 
so universally recognised all over Punjab 
and particularly amongst the Dhaliwu 
Jats ol Ferozepur District as to be treated 
as their generally recognised special cus- 
tom. As instances Ir^ other distri^ 
will not be of much avail, unless the post 
tion is not clear so far as the Instance 
from Ferozepur District are coneemeo 
it would be necessary in the first Instano 
to examine dedded cases and other to 
stances arising out of the Fe rore puf ZaS' 
trict. to which the parties belong. 

16. Earliest reported case from Feroze 
pore District is Didar Singh v. llrt. Dhar 
mon. 25 Pun Re 1888. In this case, on' 
Gara had left two widows J and D. D re- 
imrried younger brother of Gara. In a 
litigation between the widow and the 
collaterals, it was held that remarri- 
age did rot result in the forfeiture of the 
bait share of the estate which had earUer 
been mutated in favour of D. Ijater J- 
<ae6 and ques’don was w'he’Qier X» 

a co-widow of J was entitled to Inherit 
J’s share as weU. The Punjab Chief 
Court held. In view of the previous deci- 
sion between the parties, that if D bad 
been the sole widow, she would have been 
entitled to retain the entire estate In 
spite of her remarriage and consequently 
D should be held to be entitled to Inherit 
the other half of the estate which was 
Inherited by J on the demise of the 
latter. ‘ 

17. Punjab Singh v. Mst. Chandl. 8o ' 
Pun Re 1900, was a case from Sirsa, but 
the parties were Gil£ Jats and had mig* 
rated from Fazilka Tehsil anH th^ ownrf 
property in Tehsil Muktsar also, to which 
Tehsil the parties In the present case be- 
fore us belong. The defendants relied 
upon the custom of non-forfriture of the 
estate of the widow on remarriage with 
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her hxisband’s brother and it was obseirved 
by the Bench as follows: — 

"It is clear that the custom relied on 
by the defendants does obtain to a very 
considerable extent amongst Si^ Jats of 
Sirsa District, though it may not be uni- 
versaL" 

Punjab Singh’s case, 88 Pun Re 1900 was 
followed in Mst. Indi v. Bhangra Singh, 
115 Pun He 1900. In the first instance, 
this case was remanded by the Court for 
detailed enquiry and number of instances 
were brought on the record for and 
against the aforesaid exception. At page 
450 of the report, Mr. Justice Chatterji, 
who delivered the judgment observed as 
follows; — 

"The decision of the question is not 
free from difficulty, but on the whole I 
am disposed to think that the plaintiffs* 
claim ought not to succeed. Having re- 
gard to the customs and notions of the 
Jats, I am inclined to hold that there is a 
sub^ntial distinction recognized by them 
between the marriage of a widow with 
her husband's brother and her marriage 
with a stranger. The Jat notion un- 
doubtedly is that by marrying a member 
of a family a woman not only becomes a 
member of it but comes to be looked 
upon as if she were the property of the 
family. If her husband dies his male 
relations in the order of propinquity to 
him have a preferential claim to take her 
to wife. In practice in most Instances 
she follows this rule if she contracts 
a second marriage at alL" 

In addition to Didar Singh’s case, 25 Pun 
Re 1888 (supra) and Punjab Singh’s case, 
88 Pvm Re 1900 (supra), reliance was also 
placed on Hira Singh v. Mst. Rami, 74 
Pim Be 1893 (a case of Cohabitation, and 
not of remarriage, from District Amrit- 
sar) for coming to the conclusion that the 
custom in favour of non-forfeiture of 
widow’s estate on remarriage with her 
husband’s brother was established. 

18. There is no reported case after 
Mst Indi’s case. 115 Pun Re 1900 (supra) 
from Ferozepur District recognising this 
exception. Hardam Singh v. Mst Mahan 
Kaur. 64 Pun Re 1910, however, is a case 
from Ferozepur District In that case, 
the deceased left him surviving his son 
and widow. On the demise of the son, 
widow, who had remarried a brother of 
her deceased husband, claimed inheri- 
tance. Her claim was negatived follow- 
ing toe dedsion in Mst Jai Devi v. Har- 
nam Singh. 117 Pun Re 1888. which was 
n case of Jats from Hoshiarpur District 
and in which also the question involved 
w^as inheritance of a son. This esse con- 
sequently did not deal directly with the 
question of forfeiture by widow of the 
estate of her husband. 

19. 'Thus it is clc-ir that so far ns the 
reported cases are concemi'd. we have 
only three cases relating to Jats of Fe- 


rozepur District and all these cases are 
prior to 1900. Out of these, Didar Singh’s 
^se, 25 Pun Re 1888 related to Dhaliwal 
Jats. 

20, Th^ Is no reported case directly 
paling with the point from Ferozepur 
District taking a contrary view. The 
learned counsel for the respondents, how- 
ever, urged that the only three dedded 
cases (the third one following the other 
two and only one of them relating to 
Dhaliwal Jats) are hardly suffident for 
holding that the exception is generally 
recognised among the Dhaliwal Jats, so 
p to be taken a judidal notice ot The 
learaed counsel rightly contended that 
it is for the party who pleads the special 
custom, not only to plead it, but also to 
prove the same unless such a special cus- 
tom has been recognised to be in exist- 
ence in such a large number of cases that 
even no instance may be established to 
discharge the burden, 

21. In order to ascertain the custom 
prevailing in a tribe residing in anv dis- 
trict or a sub-division of a district 
Riwaj-i-am compiled by the authorities 
of a district normally affords a good and 
reliable source. Question No. 47 of 
Currie’s Customary Law of the Feroze- 
pur District deals with the question of 
the effect of unchastity and remarriage 
upon the right of a widow to the estate 
of her deceased husband. Relevant por- 
tion of the reply dealing with the remar- 
riage is in the following terms: — 

"At last settlement Mr. Frands wrote: 
"Unchastitv or re-marriage deprives a 
widow of her right to the property”. The 

Muktsar Code gives a similar answer. 

Further on (page 124) it says:— • 

"KTienever a widow re-marries, even If 
she marries the brother of her deceased 
husband, she loses her right to her de- 
ceased husband’s estate, which rev'crts at 
once to his agnates (mostly Sikh Jats, 
Kumhar. Khatri, Lohar, Bodla, Chishti, 
V/attu). If a Eonless widow in possession 
of her husband’s estate marries his bro- 
ther. she is often allowed to remain in 
possession of her deceased husband’s 
estate for her lifetime (Bagri Jats. Musal- 
man Jats and Rajputs). 

XX XX XX 

As regards the effect of re-marriage, 
all tribes that admit vvddow re-marriage 
agree that no matter whom the widow 
marries, she forfeits all right to her de- 
ceased husband’s estate." 

This statement is very categorical. There 
is a note given by the compiler to this 
answer in the following terms: — 

"Despite the ruluigs to the contrary 
that are quoted below. I am convinced 
that the above answer is a tn:e cxr«rl- 
tion of the custom. The pcvople when 
pressed on the point put it as follows:— 

The widow on remarriage cca.ses to he 
the widow of her late husband and be- 
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comes the wile of the man she has marzl- 
ed; she thus lorf^ts her right, which Is 
really oxiy one of maintenance from the 
income of the deceased’s property, 
stances to the contrary will generally be 
found to be rather of &e nature of family 
arrangements, whereby If the widow has 
daughters by the previous hiisband, she 
may be allowed to retain the whole or a 
part of the estate till they have been 
married or where the new husband has 
already a wife and it Is anticipated that 
the two women may quarreL” 

Apart from the rulings noted above, 
namely, Didar Singh’s case, 2S Pun Re 
1888, Pimjab Singh’s case. 88 Pun Re 
1900, Mst. Indi’s case, 115 Pun Re IdOO, 
and Hardam Singh’s case, 64 Pun Re IdlO 
another judicial instance dted recognis- 
ing the exception In case of a brother Is 
that of Mst Ramon v. Baisakha Singh, 

00 Fun Re 1889. Ihis case, however. Is 
not relevant because in this case the mar- 
riage of the widow was with the first 
cou^ and not with the real brother of 
the deceased and the forfeiture by the 
widow of a husband’s estate on such a 
remarriage would not be an Instance of 
recognition of the ezceptioa Under this 
Question, the compiler has quoted a very 
Urge number of instances, from different 
Tehsils and of different categories of Jats, 
numbering nearly 70, In which the widow 
forfeited the estate Inherited from her 
husband on remarriage even with the 
brother. 

22 . On going through these Instances, 

1 find that there are some Instances, 
which are not really instances of remarri- 
age with the brother, but out of these 70 
instances, there are about 59 instances of 
Jats, which do support the answer ^ven 
by the compiler to this question. As 
against this, seven Instances are ^ven 
wherein remarriage with the brother did 
not result in the' forfeiture of the widow. 

23. Out of these seven Instances, first 
Instance is of Sidhu Jats of Tehsil Moga, 
but here the question seems to have been 
dedded by a compromise because 42 
Kanals 2 Marlas of land without the share 
of Shamlat were allowed to remain In the 
namp of the wldow and the rest of the 
land was mutated in the name of two 
brothers of her deceased husband In- 
duding Ratna on her Temsniage. The 
fourth instance is of Gill Jats of Tehdl 
Moga. Here the marriage of the widow 
was with the coiUin of her deceased hus- 
band and the mutation entered for re- 
moval of her name was rejected on the 
groxmd of her apprehendon that she 
might be expelled by her second husband 
as be already had a wife. Again Instance 
No. 6 relates to Jat Bhuttar of Tehdl 
Muktsar, In which lO/llth of the estate 
was mutated In the names of Lai Singh 
vui Sudha Singh, brothers of the ln»« 


band of the widow and only 1/11 (stat- 
ed l/lO in the book) was in the name of 
the widow and on that also the vddow 
had no separate possession. The Ust in- 
stance from Chak Jowahrewala reUtes to 
DhlUon Jat of Muktsar Tehsil, wherein 
the land i^erited by the widow on re- 
marriage with Sher Singh, her Dewar, 
was mutated in equal shares between 
Sher Singh, aforesrid, and his two bro- 
kers. and she was given only 40 Gbu- 
maons for her maintenance till the mar- 
riage of her daughters and after the 
nuiniage of the aforesaid daughters, the 
three brothers divided these 40 Ghuma- 
ons BTTKw;* themselves. 

24. The aforesaid instances, there&re, 
hardly support the contention that the 
remaniage did not residt in the for- 
feiture of the estate. The remaining 
three are, however, instances,^ In which 
even after remarriage the widow conti- 
nued in possession of the estate Inherited 
by her from her husband. Instance at 
seriM No. 3 relates to Dhaliwal Jats 
being the same as reported In 25 Pun Re 
0888. Instance at serial No. 2 is of Sldbu 
Jats of Fazilka Tehsil and at serial No. S 
of Sandhu Jats of Muktsar Tehsil. but b 
this case there Is also a mention that the 
brother, whom the widow had remarried, 
had alr^dy a wife. Thus It Is clear that 
there are three report eases and three 
other Instances In support of this excep- 
tion as against 59 instances to tbe con- 
trary. It is now well-settled that 
statement of custom incorporated In the 
lUwaj-I-Am of a district, even without 
any Instance quoted in support thereof. 
Is entitled to an initial presumption of 
correctness unless it Is foimd that the 
RiwaJ-I-am was -not a properly compilw 
document. See In this connection Salig 
Barn’s case. AIR 1955 SC 266. So far aa 
RiwaJ-I-am of Ferozepur District com- 
piled by Mr. Currie Is concerned. It was 
conceded that tbe same not been ad- 
versely commented upon and so far as 
GuestfOD and answer No. 47 is concemecC 
the same finds ample support from a large 
Dumber of 

25. So far as Ferozepur District as a 
whole is concerned, it Is thus obvious 
that the preponderance Is against the 
exception and it appears that the general 
custom • as incorporated in paragraph 32 
of the Rattlgaa’s Digest was follow^ la 
this District and the exception was not 
generally recognised. So far as Dhaliwal 
Jats are concerned, the only Instance Inv 
favour of the exception Is the Judidal 
one as noticed above, being Didar Singh’s 
case, 25 Pun Re 1888. As against this, 
at page 178 of the District RiwaJ-l-am, a 
number of instances have been rfven of 
Dhaliwal Jats, of which Instances at eeiia! 
numbers 31, 32, 33 and 34, all of the year 
1911-12, are against the recognition of this 
exception. AH th^ ins taneya fdste tO 
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Teh^ Moga and not to Tehsal Muktsar, 
Here it may be asstnned that the custom 
that is followed by the Dhaliwal Jats in 
Moga would not be much different from 
the one followed by them in Tehsil Mukt- 
sar and more so because this is the usual 
custom generally prevailing in the whole 
of the District amongst the other Jats 
also. So, as regards Dhaliwal Jats, we 
have got four clear instances, in which 
widow even in spite of her marriage with 
her deceased husband’s brother forfeited 
the estate and we have one judicial in- 
stance of Didar Singh’s case, 25 Pun Re 
1888, taking a contrary view. 


26. As has been noted above, Mr. 
Justice Chatterji, while dealiog with MsL 
Indi’s case, 115 Pun Re 1900 expressed 
the view that the dedsion of the question 
was not free from difficulty and that this 
exception to the general custom of for- 
feiture by widow on remarriage vnth the 
brother of the deceased husband was not 
universally recognised. There is no in- 
stance after the year 1900, reported or 
otherwise, from Ferozepur District in 
which a widow on remarriage with a 
brottier of the deceased husband was 
allowed to retain the property after re- 
marriage As has been observed in the 
note, reproduced above by Mr. Currie, 
the cases in which a widow is allowed to 
keep the property with herself are more 
by way of fainily arrangement than 
otherwise. Fmthermore in the earlier 
years, the landed property was not of 
very great value and possibly the bro- 
thers allowed a widow to remain in pos- 
session of life interest because in any 
case after her death the property devolv- 
ed, in equal shares, among all the sur- 
viving brothers. In fact Mr. Justice 
Chatterji, in Mst. Indi’s case, 115 Pun Re 
1900 at page 454 of the report, states as 
follows: — 


"After all the matter is not of vital 
Importance to the plaintiffs; their succes- 
sion to the property of their deceased 
brother is, if their suit fails, only post- 
poned till the death of the widow; their 
ri^ts remain tmaffected,” 

It apears that as the value of the landed 
property increased, the brothers, other 
than the one who remarried the widow, 
were more alert as regards their rights 
and asserted the same and got the pro- 
perty mutated equally in the names of 
all the brothers and did not allow the 
estate to remain with the widow to be 
enjoyed exclusively by the brother whom 
she had remarried. 


27. It w’as vehemently contended that 
the statement that appeared in Battigans 
Digest of Customary Law in its edition 
of 1925 and the subsequent edition.', ■ ray- 
ing that among Sikh Jats in Punjab this 
exception is gencraUy rccogr^cd v-m 
cot esarrect, because the case of AIK 


Sind 17 = 76 Ind Cas 408 on which 
It purported to be based, was hardly an 
authority for such a general statement 
I feel, there is force in this contention. 
In this case, the parties to the litigation 
were BhuUar Jats, who had migrated to 
Hyderabad Sind from Jullundur District 
and it was held that the parties, on mig- 
ration to Sind, carried with them thdr 
personal law as to custom prevailing in 
the province of Punjab, The learned 
Judges simply relied on Mst. Indi’s case,* 
115 Pun Re 1900 and 51 Pun Re 1911, a 
case from Ludhiana District, for coming 
to the conclusion that among the Sikh 
Jats remarriage of a widow with the bro- 
ther of her husband did not result in for- 
feiture of her estate inherited by her, 
irrespective of the fact whether he he 
the sole surviving brotber or there are 
other brothers as well of the deceased. 
Mst, Indi’s case, 115 Pim Re 1900 has al- 
ready been discussed above the Basant’s 
case, 51 Pun Re 1911 is a case from 
Ludhiana District, in which it was laid 
down that amongst Sikh Jats in the Dis- 
trict of Ludhiana, widow does not for- 
feit her life estate in her deceased hus- 
band’s property by reason of her re- 
marriage in Karewa form. None of these 
two cases is an authority for the general 
proposition that amongst Sikh Jats in the 
Pxmjab this special custom is recognised. 
This statement, therefore, introduced by 
the editor for the first time in 1925 edi- 
tion of Rattigan’s Digest was not borne 
out by the decision in Sant Singh’s case, 
AIR 1924 Sind 17=76 Ind Cas 408 or any 
other case referred to in Sant Singh’s 
case. AIR 1924 Sind 17=76 Ind Cas 403 
or otherwise. 

28. Be that as it may, so far as the 
District of Ferozepur is concerned, the 
number of instances in support of the 
general custom not recognising this ex- 
ception are so overwhelmingly large that 
it is not possible to say that this special 
custom prevails in the district 
of Ferozepur. So far as Dhaliwal 
Jats are concerned, there are four in- 
stances cited in the Biwaj-i-am as 
against one reported case of Didar Singh, 
25 Pun Re 1888 and consequently it can- 
not be held that this special custom is re- 
cognised universally amongst the Dhali- 
wal Jats. No specific instance was prov- 
ed m the case relating to the familv' of 
Dhaliwal Jats in I.Iulrtsa.r Tehsil. to whidi 
the parties belong, and, therefore, the 
main question posed in the case has to be 
replied in the negative, namely, that there 
is no universal custom amongst the Jats 
of Punjab, by which a widow docs not 
forfeit her life estate In !icr hu.sbar.d's 
property by reason of her rcmarri.age 
with her husband's brother and the rame 
holds good v.dth regard to DhBlh.vaI Jats 
of Muktsar Tchril in the Ferozepur Dis- 
trid. 
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29. As this is the only point Involved 
In the case and the entire case was refers 
red to the Full Bench, this appeal must 
be dismissed and the decree of the lower 
appellate Court confirmed As the pcdnt 
involved in this case was not free from 
difficulty, there would be no order as to 
costs in this Court but the costs of the 
Courts below will be borne by the parties 
as directed by the lower appellate Court 

30. MEllAR SINGH. C. J.: I agree. 

• 31. D. K. MAIIAJAN. J.: 1 agree. 

32. GURDEV SINGH. J.! 1 agree. 

33. BAL RAJ TULI, J.: I also agree. 

Appeal dismissed. 
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D. K. MAHAJAN, J. 

Bega and others. Appellants v. ShadI 
and others. Respondents. 

Second Appeal Na 869 of 1965. D/- 21- 
8-1969, from decree of AddL Dist J.» 
Ambala, at Kamal, D/- 27-5-1965. 

Linutation Act (1963). Arts. 64-65 — 
Adverse nossessioo — Mere adverse pos- 
session of proprietary land — It is not 
by Itself advene possession of shamUat 
land corresponding to proprietary land. 
(T. P. Act (1882). S. 8). 

In order to adversely possess land ~ 
whether it be proprietary holding or 
ehamUat — the land must actually be 
possessed. So far as transfer of land is 
concerned, the rule is firmly settled that 
unless the shamUat land appertaining to 
proprietary land is specifically transfer- 
red, it does not pass to the vendee. The 
vendee only gets the proprietary land. 
It is only when the proprietor transfers 
the proprietary land along with the share 
in the shamilat that the vendee gets the 
ownership of the corresponding rights in 
the shamilat land. Adverse possesrion is 
nothing short of involuntary transfer and 
unless there is a clear intention on the 
part of the adverse possessor to possess 
the shamilat land adversely there would 
be no reason to hold, by the mere fact 
that he has adversely possessed the pro- 
prietary l^d, that he has become the 
owner of the diamilat land corresponding 
to the proprietary holding by adverse 
possession. AIR 1931 648 (21, Dis- 
ting. (Para 5) 

Cases Referred : Chronological Paras 
(1931) AIR 1931 Lah 648 (2) (V 18) 

>=32 Pirn LR 634, Karam Dad v. 

Rehmat 5 

D. S. Tewatia with Mr. Jaswant Ja^ 
for Appellants: P. S. Jain with V. M. Jon, 
for Respondents. 

JUDGMENT:— This second appeal Is 
directed against t he dedsion of the leam- 
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ShadI (D. K. Mahajan J.) 
ed Additional District Judge, Ambala, at 
Kamal, partly modifying the dedaon of 
the trial Court decreeing the plaintitTs* 
suit. 

2. The plaintifis as well as the defen- 
dants own^ separate khewats of land In 
vill^e Kachhana, Tehsil Kaithal, Dis- 
trict Kamal. Besides their khewat lands 
they also owned shamilat land. This 
shamilat land was known as Thulla 
Badhahan’. During the consolidation of 
holdings in the village the shamilat land 
vras partitioned and it was allotted to the 
kfaewatdars along with their separate 
khewat lands. The plaintiffs allege that 
area of shamilat "Tbulla Badhahan’ 
owned by the parties was 1.318 bighas 
14 biswas and out of this the plaintiffs 
owned three-fourth share and the defen- 
dants one-fourth share and that during 
the consolidation the defendants have 
wrongly been allotted land measuring 484 
bighas 12 biswas out of the shamilat land 
and the plaintiffs have wrongly been 
allotted 82^ bighas 2 biswas of land. In 
fact the plaintiffs are entitled to 984 
bighas j biswas of land and the defendants 
should have been allotted only 329 bighas 
13i biswas of Uni It was with regard' 
to this excess allotment of the shamUat 
land to the defendants that the present 
suit was fUei The contention of the 
plaintiffs prevailed In the Courts below 
and accordingly the necessaiy decree was 
ultimately granted by the learned Addi« 
tionai Di^ct Judge 

3. It will be proper at this stage to 
mention the reason why the defendants 
were allotted more land by the consoU- 
dation authorities. In the earliest settle- 
ment the khewat Und was held three- 
fourth and one-fourth by the ancestors 
of the plaintiffs and the defendants. Out 
of the plaintiffs’ ancestors' holding, an 
area measuring 13 bighas 19 biswas was 
taken possession of by the defendants’ 
anc^tors and ultimately they perfected 
their title by adverse possession to this 
area by the year 1921. However. It Is 
clear from the pedigree-table Exhibit 
P. 44 that in the year 1905-06 the shami- 
lat was recorded as owned by the ances- 
tors of the plaintiffs and the defen«iants 
three-fourth and one-fourth. A muta- 
tion was entered In the year 1930-31 (In- 
hibit D. 6), wherein it was clearly indi- 
cated that the shamilat was to be shared 
acrording to the settlement of Mr. Stowe. 
Tliis Settlement was of the year 1905-00 
as would appear from Exhibit P. 40. It 
wQl, therefore, appear that the measure 
of ownership of the shamilat In Exhibit 
D. 6 was three-fourth and one-fourth. 
Later on an attempt was made by tte 
defendants to get this mutation entry cor- 
rected. Their case seems to be that In 
view of the excess In their holding by 33 
bighas 19 biswas, they are entitled to the 
corresponding shamilat of that khewat 
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holding and on that basis they got the 
mutation Exhibit D. 7 entered in their 
favour and this is what really furnished 
the basis for the present suit, though the 
matter was precipitated when tte conso- 
lidation of holdings took placa In the 
background of the above facts the pre- 
sent appeal has to be dedded 

4. Before proceeding further I may 
advert to another fact, namely that this 
matter came up before me on the 25th of 
April 1967 and by my order of that date 
I remanded the case to the trial Court 
for a report as to whether 13 bighas 19 
biswas of land was taken possession of by 
the defendant-appellants on the basis of 
their prior title or on the basis of adverse 
possession. This course was adopted In 
view of the rule that shamilat land, 
though an adjunct to the proprietary 
holding, has to be specifically either ad- 
versely possessed or transferred. Mere 
transfer of the proprietary land does not 
pass the shamilat corresponding to It to 
the transferee of the proprietary hold- 
ing. If the defendant-appellants were 
proprietors of this land in their own 
right, the shamilat land corresponding to 
13 bighas 19 bisvas -will form part of 
their holding. If they were not, then the 
Question wdl have to be decided, whe- 
ther by adversely possessing the proprie- 
tary holding alone, the shamilat corres- 
ponding to it is also adversely possessed. 
It was for this reason that the remand 
order was passed The trial Court has, 
after giving the parties opportunity to 
produce evidence, submitted a compre- 
hensive report I must place my appre- 
ciation on the record of the labour and 
pains taken by the trial Court In writing 
tile report It is a very fair and dear 
document and no error has been pointed 
out by ^e learned coimsel for the appel- 
lants in the same The report dearly 
indicates, that land measuring 13 bighas 
19 bisw.'as was the ownership of the plain- 
tiffs. They lost this ownership in a pro- 
cess starting in the year 1901 and ending 
in the year 1922. This Is a clear case 
where they lost the land by adverse pos- 
session and this is what the trial Court 
has found. The only Question that arises 
now is whether the shamilat land appur- 
tenant to this kind will go to the defen- 
dant-appellants or it will still remain the 
property of the plaintiils. The plaintiffs* 
case is that it is still their, property and 
the defendants’ case is that they are the 
owners of this land as well on the bass 
of adverse possession. 

5. On first principle it appears to me 
that the defendants do not become the 
owners of the shamilat land. In order to 
adversely possess land — whether U be 
proprietaiy' holding or shamilat — the 
land must actu.nllv bo possc.ssed. Tlicre 
Ls no ewdcnco on the record that th e do - 
fendants adversely possessed the coms- 
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ponding_ part of the shamilat land. There 
is no evidence that they have even assert- 
ed an adverse right to this shamilat land 
to the knowledge of the plaintiffs. It is 
not disputed that so far as transfer of 
land is concerned, the rule is firmly settl- 
ed that unless the shamilat land apper- 
taining to it is spedfically transferred, if 
does not pass to the vendee. The ven- 
dee only gets the proprietary land. It 
is only when the proprietor transfers the 
proprietary land along with the share in 
the shamilat that the vendee gets the 
ownership of the corresponding rights In 
the shamilat land. Adverse possession is 
nothing shorty of involuntary transfer and 
Unless there is a clear intention on the 
part of the adverse possessor to possess 
the shamilat land adversely there would 
be no reason to hold, by tiie mere fact 
that he has adversely possessed the pro- 
prietary land, that he has become the 
owner of the shamilat land corresponding 
to the proprietary holding by adverse pos- 
session. No authority has been cited at 
the bar which will support the conten- 
tion of Mr. Tewatia, learned counsel fop 
the appellants. 

However, Mr. Tewatia has drawn my 
attention to the decision of Shadi Lai, 
C. J. and Tapp. J., in Karam Dad v. 
Behmat AIR 1931 Lah 648 (2), for his 
contention that if any parcel of land Is 
adversely possessed the necessary con- 
sequence is that the shamilat land appur- 
tenant thereto also gets adversely posses- 
sed. In my opinion this decision is not 
an authority for the proposition for which 
it has been relied upon. In Karam Dad’s 
case. AIR 1931 Lah 648 (2) tivo brothers 
owned land. One brother abandoned the 
village and went axvay. Later on he came 
back and laid claim to one parcel of the 
abandoned land and succeeded in getting 
its possession from his brother. There 
was another parcel of abandoned land to 
which no claim was laid. Later on a claim 
was laid to the remaining parcel of tiie 
abandoned land and that claim failed In a 
Court of law. the suit haring failed on 
the plea of limitation. Having failed In 
that suit, the brother who abandoned that 
land filed another suit to daim the cor- 
responding shamilat appurtenant to the 
abandoned land and it was in that citua- 
tion that it was held by the leared Chief 
Justice and Tapp, J., that the ch.-miilnt 
land would form part of the abandoned 
land. It is no doubt true that the learn- 
ed Judges have used the expression tiint 
by adversely possessing khewnt land the 
adverse pos-sessor would get rights to the 
Kamila! land nnpurtcmanl to It but Ihi-s 
expression must be read in llie light of 
the facts of that ca.'-.e. Tlie rea.son for 
this is very' rimple. V.ljcn the land v.-,n-s 
abandoned, it wa.s abandoned along wllli 
tiie shamilat rights. Tiiat Is not the ca'C 
when land Ls adversely po-ssessed. becr.u-se 
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abandonment is a unilateral act, whereas 
adverse possession, though In one sense ts 
a Tinilateral act, pre-supposes that the 
owner is aware of adverse possesdon. In 
the case of abandonment there is no ques- 
tion of the awareness on the part of the 
•owner, because the owner has voluntari- 
ly left the land with no intention to ro» 
turn. Therefore, the case of abandon- 
ment will stand on a totally different foot- 
ing than the case of mere adverse posses- 
sion. 1 am therefore clearly of the view 
that the Bench dedrion has no bearing on 
the present controversy. 

6. In view of the remand report, there 
Is no option but to dismiss ^e appeal 
Considering the importance of the ques- 
tion involved, 1 would leave the parties 
to bear their own costs throughout 

7. On an oral request by the learned 
counsel for the defendant-appellants, 1 
grant leave under CL 10 of the Letters 
Patent 

2^ppeal disntissedL 
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MEHAR SINGH. C. J. 

Kanshi Ram Mohan Lai, Petitianer v. 
Smt Bhagwan Eaur. Respondent 
CIva Revn, No. 696 of 1967, D/- 19-11- 
1968, from order of Rent CwtroUer. 
Ferozepore. D/-1(M-1987, 
limitation Act (1963), Art 123. Erpln. 
^ CivU P. C (1908), O. S. R. 20 (2) — 
Substitnted service is as effectnal as per- 
sonal service — Explanation to Art 123 is 
neither a sabstitnte for O. S, R, 20 (2) nor 
operates as a limitation to that snb-irile. 

The two provltions of O. 5, B. 20 (2), 
Gvil P. C. and Art 123, limitation Art 
have to be so read as to avoid any con- 
flict The Explanation to Art 123. on Its 
very words, has to be confined to that 
Article alone and for the purpose of linfl- 
tation an ex parte decree can be set aside 
within thirty days from Its dat^ but 
where there has been no due service, with- 
in thirty days from the knowledge of the 
decree. In the case of substitute service 
under O. 5, R. 20 it would not ordinary 
be open to the party served xmder that 
rule to say that there was no due service, 
because O. 5. R. 20 (2) says specificaUy 
that such substituted service ahall be as 
effectual as personil service. It is the 
rigour of this sub-rule which the Explana- 
tion to Art. 123 is meant to meet, but only 
for the purpose of enabling the person 
against whom aa ex parte decree has been 
passed to make an application to have the 
decree set aside. Once be Is permitted to 
make an application for setting a^e a 
decree in spite of service under O. 5. R. 20 
the merit of the matter still remains for him 


to meet, that is to say Is still remains for 
him to prove that he was not duly served. 
If he fails in that, then while his applica- 
tion shall have been made within time 
but he would fall on the merit of his ap- 
plication. So the iSiplanation to Art. 123 
does not either abrogate In any way O. 5. 
B. 20 (2) or operate as a limitation of any 
kind of that sub-rule, (Para 3J 

K. L. Sachdeva, for Petitioner; G. S. 
Bhillon, for Respondent. 

ORDER: — An application was made by 
the applicant, Kanshi Ram landlord, under 
Section 13 of the East Punjab Urban Rent 
Restriction Act, 1949 (East Punjab Act 
3 of 1949). for eviction of the respondent 
Bhagwan Devi tenant, from the demised 
house. The date of the application was 
February 11. 1966. and the respondent was 
summoned for March. 3. 1966. It has been 
s^d at the bar from the aide of the ap- 
plicant that the respondent refused service 
on March 3. 1966. The Rent Controller 
ordered serrice on the respondent by af- 
fixation of the process on the outside of 
her home and by proclamation for Aptll 
4. 1966. but as it was not found by him 
fiiffflcient. so having regard to Rule 20 of 
Order 5 of the Code of Civil Procedure he 
ordered service on the'^respondent by 
publication in a newspaper. It Is said that 
the publication was duly made. The res- 
pondent did not appear. So an ex parte 
eviction order was made against her on 
August 30. 1966. On October 19. 1966. sha 
made an application to the Rent Con- 
troller for setting aside the ex parte evio- 
tion order made against her. 

2. The Rent Controller by his order of 
April 10, 1967. allowed the application of 
the respondent saying that although sep* 
vice on her had b^n effected by publica- 
tion of the proclamation according to O. 6< 
R. 20 of the C^e of Civil Procedure, but 
in view of the Explanation to Art. 123 of 
the Limitation Act, 1963, substituted ser- 
vice under O. 5, R. 20 is not to be deemed 
to be due service. So the Rent Controller 
was of the ocdnlon that the respondent was 
never served and he set aride the erict- 
tion order made against her. This is a 
revision application by the applicant, the 
landlord, agrinst that order. 

3. The argument urged by the 
learned counsel for the applicant 
b that although an o^er of evic- 
tion is not a decree, but the Bent 
Controller has the power to adopt a known 
procedure In a matter like this and be, 
therefore, proceeded to consider the res- 
pondent’s application for setting aride the 
ex parte ejectment order against her In 
the wake of the provisions lor setting 
aside ex parte decrees In the Code of Civil 
Prw^ure. So he referred himself to 
Art 123 of the Limitation Act 1963, 
which Article provides a limitation of 
thirty days 'to set atide a decree passed 
ex T^rte or to rehear an appeal decreed 
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or heard ex parte’, and the Btartmg point 
of limitation given is 'the date of the 
decree or, where the summons or notice 
was not duly served, when the applicant 
had knowledge of the decree.’ The Ex- 
planation to tiiis Article says: 'For the 
purpose of this article, substituted service 
under Rule 20 of Order 5 of the Code of 
Civil Procedure, 1908, shall not be deemed 
to be due service.’ 

The Rent Controller took the Explana- 
tion into consideration and was of the 
opinion that there was no due service on 
the respondent. So he set aside the eviction 
order made against her. The learned 
counsel points out that the Explanation 
starts with the words: 'For the purpose of 
this article,’ and contends that this Ex- 
planation only applies where Art. 123 of 
the Limitation Act, 1963, applies and not 
to any other case. He refers to sub-rule 
(2) of Rule 20 of Order 5, which says that 
’Service substituted fay order of the Court 
shall be as effectual as if it had been made 
on the defendant personally,’ and con- 
tends that once substituted service rmder 
Rule 20 of Order 5 is made, it is as ef- 
fective as service personally and non-ap- 
pearance in spite of such service would 
Sustify an ex parte order against the party 
so served and it will not be open to the 
, party to say that it was not duly served, 
y because sub-rule (2) of Rule 20 of Order _5 
says spedflcally that such service is equi- 
valent to personal service on the party 
concerned. If the approach of the Rent 
Controller was accepted, sub-rule (2) of 
Rule 20 of Order 5 will be rendered 
nugatory by reason of the Explanation to 
Art 123 of Limitation Act, 1963, 

The two proviaons have to «;be 
so read as to avoid any conflict 
and it is immediately apparent 
that the Explanation to Art. 123, on its 
very words, has to be confined to that 
Article alone and for the purpose of limi- 
tation ah ex parte decree can be set aade 
within thirty days from its date, but, 
W’here there has been no due service, 
wdthin thirty days from the knowledge of 
the decree. In the case of substituted 
service under Rule 20 of Order 5 It would 
not ordinarily be open to the party served 
under that rule to say that there was no 
due service, because sub-rule (2) of R. 20 
of O. 5 says specifically that such sub- 
stituted service shall be as_ effectual as 
personal seivdce. It is the rigour of this 
sub-rule which the Explanation to Arti- 
cle 123 is meant to meet, but only for the 
purpose of enabling the person against 
w’hom an ex parte decree has been passed 
to mrko an application to have the decree 
set aside. 

Once he Is permitted to malic an ap- 
plication for setting aside a decree in spite 
of sexvicc under Rule 20 of Order 5, the 
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merit of the matter still remains for him 
to meet, that is to say it sliU remains for 
him to prove that he was not duly served. 
If he fails in that, then while his applica- 
tion shall have been made mthin time but 
he Would fail on the merit of his applica- 
tion. ^ So the Explanation to Art. 123 does 
not either abrogate in any way sub-r. (2) 
of Rule 20 of Order 5 or operate as a liini- 
tation of any kind of that sub-rule. The 
Rent Controller was, therefore, wrong in 
reading the Explanation to Art 123 as 
something which is either a substitute for 
sub-rule (2) of Rule 20 of Order 5 or] 
operates as a limitation of toat sub-rule.' 
On this approach the order of the Rent 
Controller cannot be maintained. 

4. In consequence the order of the Rent 
Controller is set aside and the case is re- 
mitted back to him for the application of 
the respondent to have the ex parte evic- 
tion order set aside, tried and disposed of 
on merits. There is no order in reserd to 
costs in this application. 

5. The parlies, through their counsel, 
are directed to appear before the Rent 
Controller on December 9. 1968, 

Petition allowed. 
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MAN MOHAN SINGH GUJRAL. J. 

Ram Kanwar and another. Appellants v. 
The State, Respondents. 

Criminal Appeal No. 66 of 1968, D/- 
28-11-1969, from order of S. J., Hissar, D/- 
5-1-1968. 

(A) Criminal P. a (1898), S. 342 — 
Staf^ent under — Court cannot pick up 
incriminating part of statement. 

It is not open to a Comrt to dissect the 
statements of the accused made under Sec- 
tion 342 so as to pick only a part out of 
the statements which was incriminating. 
The admission of the accused could only 
be used against them if the admission 
were taken as a whole 1964 (1) Cri LJ 
730 (SC). FoU. (Para 8) 

(B) Evidence Act (1872). S. 105 — Gene- 
ral exceptions in Penal Code — Burden of 
proof — Pica of instification by accused 
— Conviction. 

Where an accused claims the benefit of 
an exception the burden of proving that 
exception lies on him only if the prosecu- 
tion case establishes that in the absence 
of such a pica he w’ouid bo guilty. VThero 
there Is no reliable evidence to Eupport 
prosecution case and the responsibility 
arose only out of the plea raised by 
accused the Court could conrtcl him only 
if the plea amounted to a confession of the 
guilt 8) 

CN/CN/B45/70/VRB/C 
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Cases Referred: Chronological Pi 
(1964) 1964 (1) Cri LJ 730 = 

(1963) 3 SCR 678, Narain Singh v. 
State of Punjab 


Harparshad, for Appellants; A. S. Nehra. 
for Advocate General, Haryana, for Res- 
pondents. 

JUDGMENT; — This Is an appeal by 
Ram Sarup and his brother Ram Kumar 
against their conviction under S. 325/34 of 

Indian Penal Code and a sentence of 
eighteen months’ rigorous imprisonmenl 
and a hne of rupees one hundred and fifty 
each imposed by the Sessions Judges 
Ambala, by his order dated 5th January, 
1968. 

2. The case of the prosecution, as em- 
erging from the statement of Hari Chand 
P. W. is that Ram Sarup and Ram Kumar 
were the sons of his brother Shiv Ram 
and Vijay Singh was his cousin. On lOlh 
February, 1967, Haii Chand left his ullage 
Rawalwas at about 11 a. m. for going to 
village Kali Rawan in order to return 
Rs. 1,000/- to his cou^ Bhagwantl and 
when he reached Matar Sham Bridge at 
about noon time he found the two appel- 
lants coming there in a rerhL The two ap- 
pellants raised alarm that they would not 
ioare him and when he came down the 
bridge he found himself surround^ by 
the two appellants and their companions 
SMv Ram and Vijay Singh. At that time 
Vijay Singh was armed with a bhala and 
the other accused had lathis with them 
and finding him in that situation all the 
lour accused gave him injuries with their 
weapons. Vijay Singh gave blow from 
the Wrong side of the bhala on his leg. 
On receipt of the injuries Hail Chand fell 
down and thinking him to be dead the 
four accused went away. 

After a short time one Jal Karan hap> 
pened to come there and with his help 
Hari Chand reached Balsamand Bridge 
from where he was taken in a tempo to 
the hospital at Hissar. After he was medi- 
tafirv vxaniaftfii *iic. -tfiafcKuwA -was Tvw/rfi- 
ed by Slri Ram Sub-Inspector on the baris 
of which a case was roistered against the 
two appellants and Shiv Ram and Vijay 
Singh. While Shiv Ham and Vljav Singh 
were given the benefit of doubt and 
acquitted, the two appellants were con- 
victed and sentenced as above. 

3. At the trial the appellants gave a 
counterverrion of the occurrence and 
stated that Hari Chand attacked Ram 
Sarup in his field whose alarm brought 
Ram Kumar accused also to the spot and 
they gave injuries to Hari Chand In self- 
defence. The accused, however, did not 
produce any evidence In defence In sup> 
port of their plea. 

4. The medical evidence in tHs case 
shows that Hari Chand had received as 
many as twenty-one injuries with blunt 
weapons. Excepting injury No. 7 sriiich 


was on the ankle all other Injuries were 
rimple. The Injuries had been caused 
within about six hours from the time of 
the examination at 4,45 P. M. There Is 
also the evidence of Dr. Sohan Lai to show 
that Ram Sarup accused bad two injuries 
which had been caused with a blunt 
weapon and out of which one was grievous 
while the other was simple. Ram Kumar 
appellant was also found to be having one 
abrasion which was caused with a blunt 
weapon and had resulted-in a simple in- 
jury. The appellants had been examined 
on 11 th February, 1967. at 7.20 P. M. and 
the injuries on their persons were found 
to be twenty-four to thirty-six hours old 
The aboye narration of the medical evi- 
dence would show that the prosecution 
story that Hari Chand had been Injured 
with lathis stands corroborated from the 
presence of the injuries on his person. 
The prosecution case as to who had caused 
the injuries mainly rests on the testimony 
of Hari Chand alone. ' 

The statement of Hari Chand shows that 
soon after the occurrence be had disclosed 
the names of the assailants to Jai Karan 
of village Z>obi and had also mentioaed 
these names to Mani Ram. driver of the 
tempo, but none of these witnesses has 
come forward to support Hari Chand’a 
version. Evidence was also led that lathis 
had been recovered from the appellants 
and Shiv Ram. but as these lathis had not 
been found to be stained with human 
blood no useful purpose will be served 
bv discxissing evidence regarding the re- 
covery of the lathis at the Instance of 
these accused. No corroboration can, 
therefore, be found to the testimony of 
Hari Chand from the recovery of lathis 
from the possession of the accusedL 

5. The statement of Hart Chand Is that 
he was carrying rupees one thousand to 
be returned to his cousin sister Bhag- 
wanti, but Shrimati Bhagwanti has not 
been produced to depose whether any 
money was owing by him to Bhagwanti 
or not. Xeaving that apart, the learpecl 
Sessions Judge has not accepted the eri- 
dence of Hari Chand that he was carrying 
money and the money had been taken 
from his person by the accused. The eri- 
dence of Hari Chand was also disbelieved 
regarding the partidpation of Shiv Ram 
and Vijay Singh accused on the ground 
that there was no corroboration ai^lable 
to the evidence of Hari Chand regardlni 
the participation of these two accused 

6. While canvassing that the cas< 
against the accused was not proved, thi 
learned counsel appearing for the appel 
lants has pointed out that there was n< 
corroboration available to the testimon!! 
of Han Chand against the two appell^t: 
also and that the defence set up by thi 
accused could not be used to give th< 
finding that they had partidpated In tht 
assault on Hari Chand as the entire defence 
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version woidd have to be taken into ac- 
count and a portion only cannot be used 
to support the prosecution story against 
the appellants. It was also contended that 
ho doubt the burden of proving the right 
of_ private defence was oh the accused, but 
this atualion would only arise if it is 
established that there was a case agahst 
the accused which they had to meet. It 
is stated that the evidence of Haii Chand 
being not worthy of credence it would not 
be necessary to' find whether the defence 
set up by the accused was plausible or 
not. 

7. It is common case of the parties that 
there is serious enmity between Hari 
Chand and the two appellants and their 
father. The father of the appellants, Shiv 
Ram, is a step-brother of Hari Chand and 
some two or three years earlier Shiv Ram 
and his two sons, who are the api^ants, 
were challaned for having caused injuries 
to Hari Chand. They were, however, 
acquitted in that case and after that Hari 
Chand was implicated in a case by Shiv 
Ram in which he was also acquitt^. It, 
therefore, stands fully established that the 
relations between the parties are very 
strained and this could be a motive for 
the accused to have assaulted Hari Chand. 
On the other hand, this eiunity could also 
be the cause of Hari Chand falsely impli- 
cating at least some out of the accused. 

8. As remarked earlier, the learned 
trial Court has found that there was some 
corroboration available to the evidence of 
Hari Chand in so far as the case against 
the apF^ants is concerned. In this res- 
pect reliance has been firstly placed on the 
fact that the first information report con- 
tained all the details of the occurrence 
and was lodged promptly. This piece 
of evidence was. however, avmlable 
against all the accused and not only against 
the appellants. It was then observed by 
the learned Sessions Judge that Hari 
Chand could, not have implicated innocent 
persons instead of real culprits. That 
may be so, but once it is foimd that some 
out of the accused have been falsely im- 
plicated, some material will have to be 
found on the record which will give an 
indication as to which out of the accused 
have actually participated in the crime 
before any of the accused can be held 
liable. 

Support was then sought by the learned 
Sessions Judge from the fact tliat blood 
had been found on lathis Exhibits P-1 and 
P-2 which had been recovered from the 
two appellants. Again, I find that this 
piece of evidence is also not available 
against the appellants as it has not been 
established that the blood found on the 
latliis was of hinnan origin. . Support was 
also sought from the medical evidence 
which shows the presence of a large 
munbor of injuries on the person of Hari 


Chand, but this circumstance is wholly 
insufficient to show which out of the ac- 
cused had taken part in the assault. Lastly, 
corroboration was sought from the state- 
ment of Ram Sarup and Ram Kumar 
wherein it had been pleaded that they had 
caused injuries in the exercise of their 
right of private defence of person which 
was available on account of Hari nViand 
having opened the assault on them. 

'■ On behalf of the appellants it has been 
debated before me that the learned trial 
Court was in error in coming to the con- 
clusion that the defence of the accused 
was untenable and then taking support 
from their statements, that they had as- 
saulted Hari Chand, for finding the case 
proved against them. Support for this 
argmnent is sought from the following 
observations made in Narain Singh v. 
State of Punjab, 1964 (1) Cri U 730 
(SC):— 

"Examination under Section 342 is pri- 
marily to be directed to those matters on 
which evidence has been led for the pro- 
secution, to ascertain from the accused his 
version or explanation, if any. of the Inci- 
dent which forms subject-matter of the 
charge and his defence. By sub-sec. (3) 
the answers given by the accused may "be 
taken into consideration" at the enquiry 
or the trial If the accused person in his 
examination under Section 342 confesses 
to the commission of the offence charged 
against him the Court may. relying uj^n 
that confession, proceed to convict him, 
but if he does not confess and in explain- 
ing drcumstaces appearing in the evidence 
against him sets up his ov/n version and 
seeks to explain his conduct pleading that 
he has committed no offence, the state- 
ment of the accused can only be taken into 
consideration in its entirety. It is not open 
to the Court to dissect the statement and 
to pidc out a part of the statement which 
may be incriminative, and then to eiramine 
whether the e:^lanation furnished by the 
accused for his conduct is supported by 
the evidence on record. If the accused 
admits to have done an act which w’ould 
but for the explanation furnished by him 
be an offence, the admission cannot be 
used against him divorced from the ex- 
planation." 

In my opinion, the above observation.s arc 
fully applicable to the facts of the present 
case. It was not open to the learned 
Sessions Judge to dissect these statements 
of the accused so as to pid: only a part 
out of these statements which was Incri- 
minating. The admission of the accused 
that they had committed an act which, 
but for the explanation, would be an of- 
fence could only be used against them If 
the admission ■were taken ns a whole. It 
was also observed that where a person ac- 
cused of an offence claims the benc.'it of 
nn exception the burden of proving tljst 
exception no doubt lies on the accxised.) 
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but this burden Is only to be undertaken 
by the accused li the prosecution case 
e^bll^es that In the absence of EU(di a 
plea he woxild be guilty of the offence 
charged Where there Is no reliable evi- 
dence in support of the prosecution case 
Itself and where the responsibility arose 
only out of the plea raised by him, the 
Court could convict him only U the plea 
amoxmted to a confestion of the guilt, but 
If the plea only amoimted to adndstion of 
fac^ and raised a plea of justification the 
Court coxdd not proceed to deal y^th the 
case as if the admission of facts which 
were not part of the prosecution case was 
true and the evidence did not warra nt the 
plea of iustification. 

9. IHewing the facts of the present 
case in the light of the above observa- 
tions. I find that no support could be 
taken against the accused from their rfiea 
that they had acted in the exerdse of 
their right of private defence by only 
using their adndsnon of the fact that they 
had caused injuries and leaving out of 
consideration the circumstances In which 
they alleged to have caused injuiiea to 
Earl Chwd. 

10- For the foregoing reasons, I hold 
that there Is no reliable evidence in this 
case and It would not be safe to accept 
the BoUtary statement of Bari Chand 
especfaily when he has been fbxmd not 
to be a witness of truth. His e^ddence Is 
not of a nature on which Implicit reliance 
can be placed. I am. therefore, of the 
view that the case against the appellanfs 
has not been proved beyond reasonable 
doubt and accepting this appeal I set atide 
their conviction and sentence and acamt 
them. Fine, if paid, shall be refunded. 
The accused are on bail and their bail 
bonds shall stand discharged. 

Appeal allowed. 
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FULL DENCH 

MEHAR SINGH, C D. K, MAHAJAN 
AND BALRAJ TULI. JJ. 

Lachhman Singh Sunder Singh, Defen- 
dant-Appellant V, Pritam Chand Kirpa 
Mai and another, Plaintiffs-Respondenti 

Second Appeal No. 532 of 1968. D/- 
22-1^1969, decided by Full Bench on 
order of reference made by D. K. Mahajan 
J.. D/-5-8-1969. 

(A) Punjab Pre-emption Act <1 of 1913), 
S. 15 (1) (b), Fourthly — Sale by co-sbarcr 
of his share In specific part of joint land 
— Vendees do not become co-sfaarera in 
the joint land of co-sharers — Vendees 
not entitled to claim right of pre-emption 
against subsequent transferees of ^her 
co-shareis — Right of vendees to claim 
CN/CN/B55/70/VBB/a 


joint possession with other co-sharers on 
partition. 

Where a co-eharer sells to the plaintiffs 
bla one-fourth share out of a defined part 
of the Joint land of the co-sharers but not 
out of the whole of their joint land, the 
sale is not *'ol a share out of joint land” 
within Section 15 (1) (b), Fourthly and the 
plaintiffs do not become co-sharers with 
the other co-sharers in the joint land and 
have, therefore, no preferential right of 
pre-emption In regard to the sale of a part 
of his share made subsequently by ano- 
ther co-sharer to the defendant. The 
plainti& have a fractional s^e in defined 
and spedfie portion of joint holding of the 
co-sharers but not in the total area of 
their joint land. 1894 Pun Re 44 & 1894 
Pun Re 87 & Am 1025 Lah 223 & AIR 
1947 Lah 184 & (1935) 37 Pun LR 276 & 
AIR 1944 Pesh 40. ReL on: AIR 1945 Lah 
35, Disling. (Paras 8, 30. 32) 

While they become joint owners or co- 
sharers of the land of specific portion sold, 
with the original co-sharer, they do not 
become co-sharers with them in the 'other 
or the renuicdng joint land of original co- 
aharera. (Para 14) 

The plaintiffs will not succeed In ol> 
taining a decree for joint possesrion with 
the other co-sharera of vendor as to the 
land other than the land sold to them. 

(Para 31) 

If the plMntiffs apply for paration as 
between themselves ana the original co« 
diarers. they cannot ask for the divirion 
of the whole of the joint Imd of the ori- 
ginal co-sharers. A co-sharer cannot so 
deal with joint land or propel as to pre- 
judice the rights and title of the other 
co-sharer or co-sharers in the same, but 
sewrance of tenancy-In-common may take 
place, apart from partition, by common 
consent AIR 2059 Punj 215, Ref. 

(Para 13) 

(D) Limitation Act (1963), Arts. 64, 65 
— Adverse possession — Co-sharers ^ 
Safe By Cb-sfiarer of his share ih spe<^c 
part o{ joint land — Vendee in possession 
of land not aold to blm Nature oL 

Where a co-sharer sells his share in a 
specific part of the joint land, the vendees 
do not become co-sharers with the other 
co-sharers In the joint land. If the 
vendees are in possession of any land not 
•sold to them, in the specified part, they 
will not hold such possession adversely to 
the other co-sharers, but they, should they 
obtain possession, ran adversely possess 
part of the joint land which Is not the 
subject of their sale-deed and which does 
not come ^thln the ambit and scope of 
that sale deed. AIR 1061 Punj 528 & AIR 
1935 Lah 651 & AIR 1954 Punj 124 & Affi 
1933 Lah 763 (1). ReL (Para 12) 

Cases Referred: ChroDoIogical Paras 

0965) AIR 1965 Mad 389 (V 52) - 
mi (1965) 2 Mad 521, Haruppan 
V. Ponnarasu Ambalam 
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fl961) Am 1961 Pimi 528 (V 48) = 


ILR (1962) 1 Puni 101, Sant Ram 
Nagina Ram v. Daya Ram Nagina 
Ram 12 

(1959) Am 1959 Punj 115 fV 46) =; 

ILR (1959) Punj 162, Nihalu v. 

Chandar 13 

(1954) Am 1954 Punj 124 (V 41), 

Charan Kaur v. Hari Singh 12 

(1947) Am 1947 Lah 184 (V 34) 

48 Pun LR 441, Sher Singh v. 

Nand Lai 9 

(1945) Am 1945 Lah 15 (V 32) = 

46 Pun LR 350, Kuljas Rai v. Pala 
Singh 9 
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IVIEHAR SINGH, C. J.:— This second 
appeal arises out of a pre-emption Exzit 
by Pritam Chand and WaHr Chand, plain- 
toils, against Lachhman Singh defendant, 
and concerns land situate within the area 
of %'illage Khamano in Tehsil Srunrala of 
Ludliiana District. 

2. There is the Jamabandi of 1950-61, 
copies. Exhibits P-7 and P-S, of Khewats 
Nos. 171 and 172, showing Bajinder Singh 
end Hnrindar Singh, real brothers, in pos- 
session of half share, and Ajmer Slsigh In 
the remaining half share of rectangles 6, 
12, 23 and IG. among others, in Khe'.rat 
No 171. and of rectangles 13 and 16 In 
Kh’cwat No. 172. There is the copy of 
the Jamab.'indi of 1952-53. Exhibit P-2, in 
1970 P. & BL/20 .Vn G— 39-40 


which those three co-sharers are shown 
owners of Khewat No. 132/146, among 
others, rectangles 6, 12, 13 and 16. Ap- 
parently the Khewat numbers changed in 
the subsequent Jamabandi, but the rec- 
tangle numbers continued to be fte same 
^d so also, it foUows, the Kill a nximbers 
in each rectangle. 

3. On August 20, .1960, by registered 
sale-deed. Exhibit P-1, Haiindar Singh 
co-sharer sold 48 Kanals and 2 Marlas of 
land to the plaintiffs. The description of 
the land sold by him given in this sale- 
deed is that he was selling his share of 
46 Kanals and 12 Marlas, out of 186 Knpnls 
and 8 Marlas comprising of rectangle 6, 
KiUas Nos. 16 and 25, and rectangle 13, 
KiUas Nos. 1 to 19 and 22 to 26, one- 
fourth share, and again 1 Kanal and 10 
Marlas, out of 7 Kanals and 10 Marlas 
comprising of rectangle 13, KiUa No. 20, 
one-fifth share. So Harinder Singh co- 
sharer sold two KiUas out of rectangle 6, 
and 24 KUlas out of rectangle 13, in the 
share as already given. With sale- 
deed is attached a copy of the Jamabandi 
of 1952-53, Exhibit P. 2, which shows that 
rectangles 6 and 13 are in Khewat No. 
132/146. In the Jamabandi of 1960-61, 
copies Exhibits P. 7 and P. 8, rectangle 6 
is in Khewat No. 171, and rectangle 13 in 
Khewat No. 17^ 

4. On February 2, 1965, another co- 
sharer Aimer Singh by registered sale- 
deed, Exhibit D. 1, sold to Lachhman Singh 
defendant, 103 Kanals and 8 Marlas of land 
out of rectangle 16, Khewats Nos. 171 and 
172 of the Jamabandi of 1960-61, copies 
Exhibits P. 7 and P. 8. In that sale-deed 
Ajmer Singh co-sharer referred to rec- 
tangles 12, 13 and 16 and also to the 
specific KiUas from each rectangle of 
which the total area came to 243 Kanals 
and 2 Marlas, and of •which he sold 103 
Kanals and 8 Marlas from rectangle 16, 
PHllas Nos. 6. 7, 8, 13, 14, 15. 17/2, 16. 17/1, 
18, 19, 23. 24 and 25. Rectangle 16 ap- 
pears in Khewats Nos. 171 and 172 ac- 
cording to toe Jamabandi of 1960-61. 
KUlas Nos. 6, 7. 8. 13, 14. 15 and 17/2 are 
in Khataimi No. 251 of KhevTit No. 171, 
and KiUas Nos. 16, 17/1, 18, 19. 23. 24 and 
25 are in Khatauni No. 258 of Khewat 
No. 172. So that the land from rectangle 
16 sold by Ajmer Singh to the defendant 
came from Khewats Nos. 171 and 172. In 
Khewat No. 171 also come, according to 
the .same Jamabandi. rectan,gle.s 6, 12 and 
16, and in Khewat No. 172 come rectangles 
12, 13 and 16. 

5. The plaintiffs rought to pre-empt 
too sale in favour of Lachlsman Singh 
defendant claiming a preferential right of 
pre-emption as co-shnrers according to 
Section 15 (1) fo). Fourthlv. of the Pun- 
jab Pre-emption Act, 1913 (Punfab Act 
1 of 1913). on the ground that by the ear- 
licr saJo in tiseir favour, Exiiibit P. 1. by 
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Earindar Singh co>sharer. they had be- 
come C£>-sharers ol the land sold by Ajmer 
Singh co-sharer to the defendant. 
co-sharers -with him in the same Khewat. 

6. It will be seen that Ajmer Singh, 
Harindar Singh and Rajindar Singh have 
been co-sharers of the land of Khewat 
No. 132/146 of the Jamabandi of 1952-53, 
equivalent to Khewats Nos. 171 and 172 
of the Jamabandi of 1960-61, They were 
co-sharers of rectangles 6. 12. 13 and 16, 
apart from other land, and while Harindar 
Singh co-sharer sold land to the plaintiffs 
by an earlier sale-deed In their favour out 
of rectangles 6 and 13. by a subsequent 
sale Ajmer Singh co-sharer sold land to 
the defendant out of rectangle 16;. So 
while the plaintiffs purchased the share 
of land earlier out of rectangles 6 and 13 
and no share out of rectangle 16. by the 
later sale the defendant purchased the 
whole of the area of Killa numbers of rec- 
tangle 16 as given in the sale-deed. Ex- 
hibit D. I, and although that sale-deed 
refers to rectangle 13 and was sold 
Kill as. no part of rectangle 13 was sold 
by Ajmer Singh co-sharer to the def^- 
dimt 

7, The suit of the plaintiffs was dis- 
xmssed by the learned trial Judge oo the 
ground that they are not ovsharers ot 
joint land with Ajmer Singh vendor. The 
learned Judge pointed out that the 

tlQs have not any share In the whole ot 
Khewats Nos. 171 and 172, and all that 
they have purchased from Harindar Sin^ 
co-sharer tmder an earlier sale has be^ 
purchase of spedhc share out of epedfic 
Killa numbers of spedBc rectangles. The 
learned Judge further pointed out that 
the plaintiffs never purchased any part of 
rertangle 16. In appeal the learned Judge 
was of the opinion that by reason of the 
sale in their favour under the earlier sale- 
deed. Exhibit P. 1, the plaintiffs have be- 
come co-sharers in Khewats Nos. 171 and 
1172. because one-half share of the entire 
holding of Khewats Nos. 171 and 172 has 
within it rectangles 12. 13 and 16 In the 
jamabandi of 1960-61, copies Exhilrits P. 7 
and P. 8. The learned Judge In the first 
appellate Court came to the conclurion 
that the sale-deed. Exhibit P. 1. shows 
that It was not the specific Kilias that 
were sold by Harindar Singh co-sharer to 
the plaintiffs but a share out of the joint 
Khewat So the learned Judge was of 
the opinion that the plaintiffs have become 
co-sharers of Ajmer Singh. Harindar 
Singh and Rajindar Singh a>-sharers and 
they have a preferential right to pre- 
emrt sale in favour of the defendant 
This Is the defendant’s second appeal from 
the appeiiate decree. 

8. The plaintiffs have one-fourth share 
of Harindar Singh co-sharer In Khewat 
No. 171. rectangle 6 and Khewat No 172, 
rectangle 13. of the Jamabandi of 1966-611 
copies Exhibits P, 7 and P, 8. The total 


holding of the three co-sharers, namely, 
Ajmer Singh. Harindar Singh, and Rajin- 
dar Singh, consists of much more area 
and has within It rectangle 16 of Khewats 
Nos. 171 and 172 of the same JamabandL 
So the plaintiffs have one-fourth share of 
rectangles 6 and 13 of the joint land of 
those three co-sharers, but they have not 
a fractional or a proportional share in the 
total joint holding of those co-sharers. liH 
eluding rectangle 16 of Khewat Nos. 171 
and 172. So the plaintiffs have a frae- 
tional share in defined and epedfic Killas 
of joint holding of th<^ co-sharers, but 
not in the total area of their joint land. 
In Section 15 (1) fb). Fourthly, of the Att 
a co-sharer has a prrferential right of pre- 
emption *where the sale is of a share out 
of joint land or property and is not made 
by all the co-sharers jointly.’ Here the 
sale to the plamtiffs was by a co-sharer, 
Harindar Singh, ol a share out of a defined 
part of the joint land of the three co- 
sharers but not out of the whole ol theii 
joint land. The question then that has 
arisen In this case is. whether the plain- 
tiffs have become co-sharecs in the joint 
land ol those three co-sharers and thus 
have a preferential right of pre-emotiem 
in regard to the sale made by Aimer Singh 
co-sharer to Lachhinap Siztgh defendantt 
One more fact may be noted here befora 
pmceeding with the consideration of this 
Question and that is that according to the 
Jamabandi of 1952-53, Exhibit P. 2. the 
Killas in rectangles 6. 1^ 13 and 16 were 
all In Khewat No. 13^ of which there vraa 
only one Khataunl number, which was 
146. So Killas of all those rectangles were 
In one Khewat number which had only 
one Khataxini number and the description 
bas commonly been given as Khewat No. 
332/146. However, in the Jamabandi of 
1960-61. copies Exhibits P, 7 and P. 8, 
tmder Khewat No. 171, rectangle 6 b 
ehown in Khataunis Nos. 248 and 250. and 
rectangle 12 In Khataunl No. 249. and 
some of the Killa ntirobers of rectangle 36 
In Khataxmi No. 251, and In Khewat No> 
172 Killa numbers of rectangle 13 appear 
under Khataunis Nos. 252, 253, 254, 258, 
263 and 266 and the remaining Killa 
numbers of rectangle 16 appear under 
Khataunl No. 258. So some of the Killa 
numbers of rectangle 13 and some of rec- 
tangle 16 are in Khataunl No. 258 of 
Khewat No. 172. 

9. In Matu v. Hlrde. 44 Pim Re 1894, 
Plowden, S. J.. observed that •'the pur- 
chase by defendant of sperific land cannot 
make him a sharer in the khata. and what- 
ever right he may have to the land com- 
prised in the deed If it falls to the share 
ol his vendor, as it Probably will, it can- 
not alter the land from being joint pm- 
perty of the co-sharers In the l^ata Into 
separate property of the purchaser^', and 
the same learned Judge In Champa Mai v. 
Baisakhi Mah 87 Pun Re 1894 (FB). la 
which 8 co-sharer had sedd undivided half 
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of his half, or one-fourth of the holding 
observed that the land 

"was joint undivided immovable ■pro- 
perty in which all the proprietors were co- 

eharers The l^d in dispute Is 

a portion of the village which belonged, 
as an entirety, to the recorded proprietors, 
as co-owners with a joint title, the re- 
corded shares merely representing the 
Quantity of the interest of each group 
among them, in the whole ■village in 
iphityi’’ 

A sale by a co-sharer of a spedfic piece 
or plot of land out of joint land or pro- 
perty does not make the purchaser or the 
vendee a co-sharer with other co-sharers, 
according to the first case, but where such 
a purchaser or vendee takes, on sale, a 
fractional share of a co-sharer in the joint 
land or property, then he comes to hold 
the land along with the other co-sharers 
Jn the fractional proportion of the whole 
which he has purchased, and this is the 
second case. The present case is neither 
the one nor the other. Here the plaintiffs 
have been purchasers of a fractional share 
of defined Killas of land in rectangles 6 
and 13. but not a fractional share in the 
whole of tlie joint land of the three ori- 
•ginal co-sharers including rectangle 16. 

It is. however, urged on the side of the 
plaintiffs that even in the facts of the 
present case the plaintiffs have become c^ 
sharers of the joint land of the three ori- 
ginal co-sharers in both Khewat Nos. I7I 
and 172, and reliance in this respect is 
placed by their learned counsel on Kuljas 
Bai v. Pala Singh. AIR 1945 Lah 15, In 
which the learned Judges held that 

"when a person sues for land jointly 
o^wned by two persons, even If specific 
.plots are sold, in law it is treated as a 
6^e of a share of the joint property. _No 
co-sharer has any right to sell specific 
plots out of the joint khata and, there- 
fore. the ralue of an individual plot com- 
prised in the joint khata is wholly im- 
material in determining the point of 
court-fee.” - ^ 

It is apparent ■that the dedsion was 
given for purposes of court-fee under the 
Court-fees Act of 1870 and has nothing 
to do witli a case like the present luider 
Punjab Act 1 of 1913. It Is evident that 
eo far as the present matter is concerned, 
if Kuljas Rai’s case. AIR 1945 Lah 15 Is 
to be read in tlie manner as the learned 
counsel for Hie plaintiffs would have it, it 
runs contrary to the first judgment of 
Flowden. S. J.. but Rajindra Singh v. 
Umrao Singh. ILR 5 Lah 298 *= fAIR 1925 
Lah 223). and Shcr Singh v. Nand LaL 
AIR 1947 Lah 184. proceed on a view ex- 
actly the E.nme ns expressed by Plowden, 
S. J. in the two cases already re-’ 
feiTcd to. In these last-mentioned two 
cases tlie learned Judges held tliat the 
word 'co-sharers' .signifies persons owning 
a share or sluarcs in the wliole of the pro- 


perty or properties of which another share 
or other shares were the subject of sale. 
So Kuljas Rai’s case, AIR 1945 Lah 15 
does not support the contention on the 
side of the plaintiffs. 

For Lachhman Singh defendant reliance 
is placed on cases of Rajindra Singh. ILR 
5 Lah 298 = (AIR 1925 Lah 223) and Sher 
Singh. AIR 1947 Lah 184 that tlie plain- 
ti& have not become co-sharers in the 
joint land of the original three co-sharers, 
because they have not purchased undivid- 
ed share of the ■^bole of that joint land. 
It may. however, be stated that khata Is 
equivalent to Khewat and it is apparent 
from the opinion of Plowden, S. J., in the 
cases already referred to. that in the 
matter of finding ‘out for the exercise of 
a preferential right of pre-emption, the 
status of a party as co-sharer has to be 
seen in a khata or thus a Khewat 

10. The present is not a case of one or 
the other class of cases disposed of by 
the judgments of Plowden. S. J.. but it Is 
apparent that the present case, in which 
the plaintiffs are purchasers of a share of 
specified Killa numbers in specified rec- 
tangles only and not in the whole joint 
land of the three original co-sharers, is 
more near the dictum of the learned Judge 
in Matu’s case, 44 Pun Re 1894 than in 
Champa Mai’s case. The plaintiffs have 
purchased specified survey numbers in 
Epedfied rectangles ■with this difference 
only from Matu’s case. 44 Pun Re 1894, 
that in that case the total area of the spe- 
cified land was purchased, but here a share 
of that has been purchased. These mat- 
ters then come for consideration; 

IL In the first place, it is dear that If 
the plaintiffs were to claim a decree for 
Joint possession of the whole of the joint 
land of the three original co-sharers, they 
v/ould not succeed in that, for the simple 
reason that they xvould be held to tlie 
terms and conditions of the sale In their 
favour, which limits their right to the 
share of Harindar Singh co-.sharer to the 
extent of one-fourth in the Killa numbers 
stated of rectangles 6 and 13. So that the 
plaintiffs will not succeed In obtaining a 
decree for Joint nos.session with the otlicr 
co-sharers of Harindar Singh as to the 
land other than the Killa numbers of rec- 
tangles 6 and 13 sold to them. 

12. Secondly, it Is settled tliat jaosses- 
don of one co-sharer ns such is not ad- 
verse to his other co-sharer or co-.sharcrs. 
This is obviously oua joint land or pro- 
perty of such co-sharors. If the plain- 
tiffs are in possc.'sdon of any Killa num- 
bers or any part of ICilla numbers, not 
sold to them in rectangles G and 13. tliev' 
will not hold such possession adversely 
to the other co-shnrera. that Is to ray 
Aimer Singh and Rajind.ar Singh, but it 
is not quite dc.ir why tiicv cannot ad- 
verrdy possess that part of the land of 
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Ihe orl^nal co-shareis which la not tho 
subject of their sale-deed and which does 
not come within the ambit and scope of 
that sale-deed. They have purchased 
Earindar Singh co-sharer’s share In Kills 
numbers of rectangles 6 and 13 and there 
is apparently no reason why they should 
not be able to. should they succeed In 
this, hold possesdon of any part of rec- 
tangle 16 and that advemely to the other 
co-sharers Ajmer Singh and Rajindar 
Singh. The learned Judges In Sant Rom 
Nagina Ram v. Daya R^ Nagina Ram, 
AIR 1S61 Punj 528. pointed out that the 
basis of co-sharers not being able to pre- 
scribe by mere possession of joint land 
against other co-sharers is that every co- 
sharer has a light to use the joint pro- 
perty to the whole extent 

On the ade of the plaintiffs the argu- 
ment of the learned counsel has been that 
In a case like the present the plaintiffs, if 
they go into possession of any part or 
whole of rectangle 16. they by the mere 
fact of havi^ possesdon of the same 
not be holding it adversely to the other 
co-sharera. In this respert reliance Is 
placed on Kanhaya v. Trikha. AIR 1933 
Lah 651, but In that case the vendors aold 
2 Bighas and 6 Biswas out of a joint Khata 
of 180D Bighas. That was not a case of 
eale of spedde plot or field or survey 
numbers, but was a case of sale of a pro- 
portionate area out of the whole. It Is the 
same thing to sell 2 Bighas out of 100 
Bighas or one-fiftieth of 100 Bighas, bt 
^ther ease the sale Is not of a specifie 
survey number or plot out of the Joint 
land but of a proportionate share of the 
sama Eanbaya’s casa AIB 1935 Lah 651 
was of this type and, therefore, does not 
advance the argument on the side of the 

p latnHffg. , 

Another case tiiaf Has been reUed upon 
fn this respect by the learned counsel for 
the plaintiffs has been Charan Kaur v. 
Hart Singh. AIR 1954 Punj 124, But In 
that case the learned Judge upon the ca- 
dence foimd that adverse possestion as 
claimed had not been proved. In the 
beginrung of the judgment reference is to 
a gift of half share of the land, but later 
on the learned Judge has observed that 
the ^ft was of specific properties and the 
donee’s possession could not be adverse to 
the other co-sharers, the learned Judge 
In this respect foUtrmng Mam Raj v. 
Chhotu. AIR 1933 Lah 763 (1% In the last- 
mentioned case what had been sold to the 
vendee was a share of the joint holding 
and not a specific part of It. So Mam 
Raj’s case Is not a satisfactory Instance 
whidi lends support to the argument on 
the side of the plaintiffs. In the dreum- 
stances of the present case in the terms of 
the sale-de^ In favour of the pldntiffs 
they will not be able to prescribe by pos- 
iesden against the other co-sharers In the 
KUla numbers of rectangles 6 and 13 In 


whldi they have purchased diare of 
Earindar Singh co-sharer, but, as has al- 
ready been said, there U no reason what- 
soever why they, shotild they obtain pos- 
eession, be not able to prescribe so far as 
the other liid of the orighial three co- 
sharers is concerned,. 

13. Thirdly. If the plaintiffs apply lor 
partition as between ttemselves and the 
original three co-sharers, they cannot pos- 
sibly ask for the division of the whole of 
the joint land of the three original co-, 
sharers. Here again they would be con- 
fined to the terms and conditions of the 
sale-deed In their favour. According to 
that deed what they have purchased Is 
one-fourth ^are of certain defined Killa 
numbers orri of rectangles 6 and 13, and 
they cannot ask that that one-fourth share 
diould be taken in partition In relation to 
the whole of the joint holding of the ori- 
ginal three co-sharers, should the other 
two co-sharers, than the vendor of these 
plaintiffs, take exception to that. The 
reason is obvious. A co-sharer cannot co 
deal with Joint land or property as to 
prejudice the rights and title of the other 
co-sharer or co-sharers in the same, but 
severance of tenancy-in-common may take 
place, apart from partition, by common 
consent If on an oppUcation for parti- 
tion by the plaintiffs, the other two co-* 
eharem. than the plaintiffs* vendor, con- 
eent to the partition being confined to reo 
fongles 6 and 13, one-fourlb share of the 
KiUas of which has been sold to them, 
then that would amount to the act of the 
three original co-sbarers In first making 
a division of their joint land into two 
jxirta. one that of rectangles 6 and 13. and 
the other that of the rest of their joint 
land, and thereafter the partition of the 
&st can take place between the plain- 
tiffs and those co-sharers. 2he plaintiffs 
cannot compel the other co-sharers to 
bring In the rest of their Joint land for 
the matter of partition though those co- 
eharers may compel the plaintiffs to bring 
fa what has been sold to them fa a parti- 
tion cl the whole of the joint holding of 
the original co-sharers. This obviously 
proceeds on the basis, as stated, that no co- 
sharer can do airy act prejudicial to the 
Interest of the other co-sharers In the 
Joint land or property, ^e learned 
counsel for the plaintiffs refers to Kihalu 
V. Chandar. AIR 1959 Punj 115, to contend 
that the plaintiffs have the right to Insist 
on partition that the whole of the Joint 
holding of the three original co-sharers 
should be brought Into consideration. In 
that case the learned Judges observed 
"that a person whose fater^ Is not co- 
extensive with the common property may 
fasist that the omitted propery be Indud- 
ed in the suit or at any rate that such pro- 
perties should be Included In the cidt as 
will result la setting off to him in several- 
ty some portion co-extensive with his In- 
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terest.” In a case like the present there 
can be no two opinions that at the time 
of partition what should happen should 
be tiiat the whole of the joint land of the 
three original co-sharers be partitioned 
and sale in favour of the pl a i ntiffs be 
fatfpn into consideration to the extent it 
goes. This is as much as the learned 
Judges held in Nihalu’s case, Am 1959 
Punj 115. Apparently the plaintiffs viU 
not be able to insist contrary to the claun 
of the other co-sharers to bring m pro- 
perty. to which their sale does not relat^ 
for pcirtitioii, because they must be held 
to the terms and conditions of the sale m 
their favour, they being purchasers not 
of a share of the joint land of the original 
three co-sharers, but only a share of a 
defined part of it, that is to say, Eulla 
numbers of rectangles 6 and 13, 


14. And, lastly, the plaintiffe not hay- 
ing purchased a share of the whole oi the 
jotot land of the original three co-sharers 
and having ordy purebred a sl^e of 
defined Killa numbers of defined re^ 
tangles, that is to say rectangles 6 md 13, 
they obviously, in the tem^ of th^ 

\deed, do not have their rights e^eriding 
beyond the land of which share has been 
sold to them. In other words. 
they become joint owners or co-shmem 
of the land of rectangles 6 and 13 
original co-sharem. they do not ^®oome 
co-sharers with them m the otfae^r or the 
remaining joint land of those t^ee on- 
co-diarers. In Mahla ^ 

Hamam Singh, (1935) 37 
learned Judge observed -- Mehla Smgn 
has it is true, purchased some ^o^c 
fields in Khataun^ Nos. 
irhntT which can be described as Haiurmr 
Sitf^rSL bS this would not make 
Mehla Singh a co-sharer of the vendor m 
Klnta No 14. The same hne of reason- 
g??ppli% to Khata No. 39 where idso 
the plaintiffs and Hira Smgh are co- 
^L^^hile Mehla Singh has no frac- 
tional share in it. He ovms 
Khataunis in this Khata, namely, l^s. 419 
to 421 but that would not make hnn a co 
in the Khata.” In kfrr Alam Khan 
V. Abdul Hamid Khan. MR 19y4 Posh 40, 
the pre-emptor had purposed 
fic Eiuwcy numbers out of a Khara, lUi 

fficSS/jua® held «jf« 

ropke liim a co-sharer m the Knam rOww,. 
W-o cases negative tiic dam of the pr^ 
sent plaintiffs, ana no nase to the con_ 
i.-c- been cited at the oar. cm cuu 
^demtion ofThese mattem the conduncm 
is obvious tiiat the O^orntiffs have 
to prove that tliey are 

regard to rectangle 16 pld hi iWmu: 
Singh co-sharcr to the dCxcnaant. 

Dakhnl Bin v. R-aham-un-Mssa 

Em 16 All 412, Ali Husain Minn v. 


Tasadduq Husain Khan, (1906) ILR 28 All 
124, Ram Govind Pande v. Panna Lai, AIR 
1924 All 305 and Ramjimal v. Riaz-ud-din, 
Am 1935 PC 169 (from Allahabad), for the 
proposition that a purchaser of a spedfic 
fidd in a village or a Mahal becomes a co- 
sharer in the same, but all those cases 
proceeded on the basis of the meaning and 
scope of the word 'co-sharer’ either in tlie 
wajib-ul-arz of the particular place or 
a particular statute, which has nothing in 
common with the provisions of Section 15 
(1) (b). Fourthly, of Punjab Act 1 of 1913, 
So these cases are not really rdevant to 
the controversy in the present case. 
Similar is the case with regard to Karup- 
pan V. Ponnarasu Ambalam, Am 1965 Mad 
389, as in that case what was the subject 
of transfer was a share of the property. 

IG. In consequence, the plaintiffs ffiil 
to prove that they have a preferential 
right of pre-emption trader Section 15 (1) 
(b). Fourthly, of Punjab Act 1 of 1913 on 
the ground that they have been co-sharers 
with Ajmer Singh vendor in the land of 
rectangle 16 sold by him to the defendant 
a nd thus co-sharers with Ajmer Singh 
vendor in the joint land. So the appeal 
of tile defendant is accepted and, revers- 
ing the decree of the lower appellate 
Court, the decree of the trial Court_ is 
restored, so that the suit of the plaintiffs 
remains dismissed, with costs throughout. 

17. D. K. MAHAJAN J. I agree. 

18. BAL RAJ TULI J. So do L 

Appeal allowed. 
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FULL BENCH 

HARBANS SINGH, H. R. SODHI AND 
S. S. SANDHAV7ALIA JJ. 

Jagat Singh and others, Plaintiffs-Ap- 
pellants v. Teja Singh and others, Defen- 
dants-Respondents. 

Letters Patent Appeal No. 39 of 1964, 
D/- 20-1-1970. decided by Full BenA on 
order of reference made by Mehar Singh 
and H. R. S^hi, JJ., D/-26-9-1968. 

(A) Hindu Succession Act (19oG), S. l‘i 

Alienation of widow’s estate before 

commencement of Act — On cbnllcngo 
reconveyance b.v alienee — Sale of rc- 
conveved property by Tndow after com- 
mencement of Act — As widow becomes 
owner of absolute estate, sale Mnnot be 
cMlcn^cd. AIR 19G3 Orissa 1C., Bist.; AIR 
19C5 blad 497 & Am 19G4 run] 40.,, RcL 

{rar,',. 

(D) Hindu Law— Mifafehnra Scbryl and 
Punjab Agricnlturnl Custom — Ifkafc of 
widow is not n life estate — I.idow la a 
•fitll ntvT*cr except her o* 

clienatium axe hunted. 

32th m. Para ITG. Ref.; iilK 191 C 1 C IL, 

EcL o n. lL52_r 

CN/CN/E&1'70/GGI.I/B 
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(O Rindo Law ~ Mitalahara School ^ 
^dow — AUenatioo of property 
lienee’s rights are co-cxteiwive with that 
of the widow ~ His possession cannot be 
disturbed during life time of the widow 
or till such time as her estate comes to 
end by happeuing of certain events like 
remarriage and adoption. (19G8} 70 Pen 
LB 30 & MB 1967 SC 1786, BeL 

(Para 3) 

Cases Beferred: Chronological Paras 

(1968) 70 Pun LR 30 «= 1968 SCD 
881. Kuldip Singh v. Surain Singh 3 
(1967) AIR 1967 SC 1786 fV 54) - 
(1967) 3 SCR 454, Mangal Singh ‘- 
V. Smt Rattno 3. 0 

(1955) AIR 1965 Mad 497 (V 52) « 

ILR (1966) 1 Mad 326. Chinnakol- ' 
andai Goundan v. Thanji Goundet R 
0964) AIR 1964 Punl 403 fV 51). 

Teja Singh v. Jagat Singh 111 

(1963) AIR 1963 Orissa 167 (V 50) 

- ILR (1963) Cut 575. Ganesh 
Mahanta v. Sukiia Bewa It 

D949) AIR 1949 EP 414 (V 36). 

Gokal V. Haria 8 

(1933) AIR 1933 Lah 597 (2) (V 20) 

~ 34 Pun LR 852. Muhammad 
Bafig V. Fair Ahmad S 

(1916) AIR 1916 PC 117 (V 3) •• 

43 Ind App 207. Jaooki Ammal' 

T. Harayana Swaml 2 

M. L. Sethi with Ichhoal Singh, for Ap- 
pellants: R tu Asgarv.*al with G. S. Virk 
and A. L. Bahl. for Minor Respondents. 

HARBAKS SINGH. J.j— On the death 
of one Dalipa. his w-idow Smt Uttain Devi 
Inherited her husband's estate In the year 
3938. On 18th ol February, 1938. she 
idfted the entire estate to Daulat Singh 
and Charan Singh in egual shares. This 
gift was challenged on 29th of June. 1939. 
by reversoners by means of usual dec- 
laratory decree under Customary Law to 
the effect that the ^ft aforesaid will not 
affect thdr reversonarv rights. The smt 
abovementioned was decreed on 17th of 
September, 1939. Some 20 years there- 
after. that is. on 3rd of June. 1959. Daulat 
Singh, one of the donees, made a aft back 
to the widow Smt. Utlam Devi of one- 
haU share of the property which had oii- 
tfnallv been gifted to him by her. On 
8th of June. 1959. Smt. XJttam Devi sold 
the Property so regifted to her to Hazara 
Singh and Teja Singh (copy exWbit D 1). 
^ 20lh of October. 1959. Smt. Utlam Devf 
died. On 13th of March. 1961. Jagat Singh 
and others claiming to be the nest re- 
versioners and heirs of Dalipa. filed a suit 
for possession of the entire land which 
formed the subiect-matter of 1938 fitL 
The suit was resisted by the vendees qua 
one-half which had been sold to them by 
.Smt Ottaro Devi in 1959. The stiit was 
draeed by the trial Court and this decree 
-Was confirmed by the lower appellate 
■ Court, but in Regular Second Appeal No:. 
875 of 1963 filed by vendees, the learned 


Single Judge reversed the judgment and 
the decree ol the Courts below and held 
t^t SmL Utlam DevL qua the one-half of 
the property gifted back to her on 3rd of 
June. 1959. berame a full owner by virtue 
of Section 14 of the Hindu Succesrion Act 
(hereinafter referred to as the Act) and. 
therefore, she could convey a good title to 
the vendees. Jagat Singh etc. filed this 
Letters Patent Appeal and the Bench con- 
ei^ng of Mehar Singh. C. J. and H. R. 
Sodhi. J. after hearing the parties re- 
ferred the matter to be decided by a Full 
B«ch in view of the important prant of 
law involv^ and that is how the matter 
Is before us. 

2. There can be no manner of doubt 
that U Smt. Uttaia Devi had not gifted the 
property now in dispute to Daulat Singh 
in the year 1938 and she was in possession 
thereof in her capadty as a widow of her 
husband DaUpa. then on tbe enforcement 
of the Hindu Succession Act by virtue of 
sub-section (1) ol Section 14. her interest 
In the property would have got enlarged 
into an ab^lute estate. It Is now well 
settled and as has been d&ctKsed at length 
by the learned Single Judge, the estate 
of a widow under the Mitak^ara Hindu 
Law and under the Punjab Agricultural 
Custom, prior to the enforcement of the 
Act was not a life estate as ft Is ordinarily 
understood. She was a full owner except 
for the tact that her powers of alienation 
are limited. In paragraph I76 of Mulla'a 
Hindu Law (Thirteenth Edition), widow's 
estate Is desoribed as follows:— 

**A widow or other limited heir Is not 
a tenant-for-Ufe. but is owner of the pro- 
perty Inherited by her. subject to certain 
restrictions on alienaborz. and subject fo 
Its devolving upon the next heir of the 
last full owner upon her death. The whole 
estate Is for the time vested In her, and 
she represents It completely. As stated 
In a Privy Council case. Janakf Ammal v. 
Narayanasami 43 Ind App 207 at p 209« 
(MR 1916 PC 117). her right Is of the 
nafeens of a rfefrf of propeity; fier posifl'on 
Is that of owner; her powers In that 
character are, however, limited; but 
............... BO long as she Is alive no one 

has any vested interest in the succesaon.** 

5. Again, ft Is now beyond any con- 
troversy that whenever a widow m^es an 
alienation, which is not for necessity and 
therefore, not binding on the reverrionera. 
the alienee gets all the rights which the 
vndow enjoyed in the property and he Is 
the owner of the property to the same 
extent as the widow and nobody can dis- 
turb his possession during the life-time 
of the widow or till such time as her 
estate comes to an end on the happening 
of any event For example. If she re- 
marries and the remarriage ordinarily 
results In termination of her estate, the 
alienee’s Interest will come to an endJ 
Similarly. If the widow validly adopts a 
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son to her husband then again the estate 
would vest in the adopted son and the 
estate of the widow comes to an end and 
consequently also that of the alinee. 

In other words, the right of the alienee 
£h the property is co-extensive wilh that 
of the widow. After such an alienation 
the widow is left with no right in the 
property, nor can she retain possession 
thereof and consequently if, as in the pre- 
sent case, a widow m^es an ahenation 
prior to the enforcement of the Act then 
at the time of the commencement of the 
Act she is not in possession of any pro- 
perty nor any interest therein and con- 
sequently there is no question of any 
limited right being enlarged into absolute 
ownership under the provision of Sec. 14 
of the Act on the enforcement of the 
Act 

See in this respect the decMon of the 
Supreme Court in Kuldip Singh v. Surain 
Singh, (1968) 70 Pun LR 30 (SC), follow- 
ing the earlier decision in Mangal Singh 
V. Smt Rattno, AIR 1967 SC 1786. 

4. The question for determination in 
this case, however, is as to what is the 
effect of a reconveyance of the aforesaid 
alienation to the widow sometime after 
the enforcement of the Act 

5. We would first consider the result of 
such a reconveyance if it took place before 
the Act came into force and before a 
decree for usual declaration was obtained 
by the reversioners challenging the aliena- 
tion made by the vddow. This point came 
up for consideration in Muhammad Rafiq 
V. Faiz i^mad, AIR 1933 Lah 597 (2) 
before a Bench consisting of Jai Lai and 
Agha Haidar, JJ. In that case the sale 
was by a proprietor in favour of his son- 
in-law. Reversioners filed a suit for the 
usual declaration that the sale would not 
affect their reversionary rights. The suit 
was decreed. Subsequent to the decree, 
die son-in-law mutated back the property 
in favour of the original proprietor. Some 
three years thereafter the original pro- 
prietor. made a gift of that verv' property 
in favour of his daughter. The rever- 
sioners filed another suit challenging the 
gifL The Courts below held that the par- 
ties were Awams of Shahpur District 
amongst whom there was an unrestricted 
power of alienation of ancestwal property. 
The suit was consequently di-smissed. In 
tlie second appeal be tore the High Court 
it was stressed that the decree passed by 
the Courts below had the effect of nulu- 
fving the earlier declaratory- decree ob- 
tained by the reversioners v^hich had be- 
come final Jai Lai. J., spea.king lor the 
Bench observed as follows: — 

"But it Is clear that the decrees of the 
Courts below have not led to that effect. 
On the other hand, the parties having 
aanccllcd the previous sale and placed 
themselves in the same )»sitioa In which 


they were before it was effected, the 
decree in favour of the reversioners 
practically became useless. No law has 
been quoted to show that it was not open 
to the parties by mutual agreement to 
cancel the sale under the circumstances 
and obviously there is no law to that 
effect” 

The second appeal was consequently dis- 
missed. This was no doubt a case of 
alienation by a male proprietor, but the 
claim of the reversioners in the earlier 
declaratory suit was based on the allega- 
tion that the male proprietor had a res- 
tricted right of alienation and that he 
could alienate only for necessity. In other 
words, any alienation made but for legal 
necessity was not binding on the rever- 
sioners. The right of a widow, as already 
stated, is exactly the same in this respect 
as that of a male proprietor who has only 
restricted power of alienation. 

G. Apart from other things, when an 
alienee from a widow or other aUenor with 
restricted power comes to know, either 
because he is threatened with litigation 
or a suit is actually filed or otherwise, of 
the defect or the lacuna in the title of 
his alienor, there is nothing either in the 
Hindu Law or the Customary Law or any 
other law which stands in his way of re- 
conveying the property back to the alienor 
and thus restoring the position of the pro- 
perty as it existed prior to the alienation 
which is being challenged. After all. the 
xehet that is claimed by a reversioner in 
the usual declaratory suit is that a dec- 
laration may be granted to the effect that 
the impugned alienation would not affect 
the reversionary rights. In other words, 
the alienation should be treated as non- 
existent so far as the body of the rever- 
sioners are concerned. Paragraph 202 of 
Mulla’s Hindu Law describes the rever- 
sioners and their rights in the following 
terms; — 

"A reversionary heir, although haring 
those contingent interests which can be 
differentiated little, if at all. from a spes 
succcs-sionis, is recognised by Courts of law 
as having a right to demand that the 
estate be kept free from danger during 
its enjo'vment by the widow or other 
limited heir. He may. therefore, sue to 
restrain a widow or other limited heir 
from committing waste or injuring the 
property. The reason %vhy such a suit by 
n reversionary heir is allowed is tl;at the 
suit is by him in a representative chara- 
cter and on behalf of all tlie ivvcrdoncrs; 
so that the corpus of the c.st-ete mav pass 
unimpaired to those entitled to the rc'.-cr- 
sion. For the same reason he may bring 
a suit for a declaration that an alienation 
effected by her is not binding on the re- 
version.” 

So that It Is dear that nil that t!:e re- 
versioners arc interested In Is that 
’corpus’ of the estate may pass unimoolr- 
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ed to those entitled to the reverdon. Now, 
when the alienees from a widow are limit- 
ed owners and on reconveyance the pro- 
perty comes back to the alienor, the result 
Is that the corpus is given back to the 
widow or the limited heir and thus what 
the reversioaers desire to achieve by 
obtaining a declaratory decree actually 
takes place. In principle, ther^re, there 
Is nothing to prohibit the parties to effect 
alienation by mutual consent or to agree 
to annul the original conveyance. 

7. The learned counsel for the appd- 
lants could cite no authority taking a con- 
trary view and in a way did conc^e that 
If in the present case the reconveyance 
had taken place before the enforcement 
of the Act, then on the date the Act came 
Into force, she would certainly be deemed 
to be in possesaon of that property with 
the result that Section 14 will become 
appUcable. 

8. The second point that may be con- 
ddered in tliiq connection is the effect of 
the declaratory decree obtain^ by the 
reversioners, that la. If the reconveyance 
is made alter the decree had been obtain- 
ed by the reve^oner. would that make 
any difference? It is now well settled 
and in fact the nature of the decree that 
can be obtained by the reversioners makes 
It oidte dear that such a decree does not 
create any vested right in the presump- 
tive reveraoner or reversioners. The 
only right that they get Is that 11 and 
when the auccesdon opens and someone 
or some of the body of reverrioners 
happen to be the next reverrioners at the 
time, then they can ignore the alienation 
whidh has been challenged and In respect 
of which the decree hu been obtained 
by anyone or more of the teverdoners. 
The decree obtained enures for the bene- 
fit of the entire body of the reversioners 
and the actual benefit goes to the next 
heir at the time the succession opens 
Irrespective of the fact whether he was 
one of the TjlaintifEs In the dedarstoiy 
decree or not. See in this respect the 
observations of Achhru Bam J. In Gokal 
V, Harla, AIR 1949 ER 414, which are to 
the foUovnng effect— 

*Tt Is well settled that till succession 
opens out no reverdoner can any 

right to or interest in the property In the 
possession of the limited owner, TUI 
-succession opens out, the reversonary 
Interest is merely In the nature of sues 
successionis and it cannot be postulated 
with regard to any particular person 
whether at the time the estate falls Into 
possession he would be entitled to the 
property. I^en the presumptive rever- 
doner brings a suit for a declaration 
that an alienation by a limited owner 
sho^d not affect his reversionary rights 
at the time of the succession opening out 
and the suit is decreed the oh^ effect of 


the decree Is to declare the alienation to 
be invalid except for the life of the ali- 
enor, The decl^tory decree does not 
pass any title to the presumptive rever- 
sioner and does not create any right in 
him in the property alienated. The title. 
sW remrins In the alienee.’* 

Thus the declaratory decree can. In no 
way, prevent the alienee, who Is the 
owner and In possession of the property 
duri^ the period that the Interest of the 
party subsists, to agree with the alienor 
widow to annul the original alienation 
and rcconvey the property back^fo her, 
the original owner. 

9. All that remahis td consider Is the 
effect of reconveyance by the alienee 
after the enforcement of the Hindu Suc- 
cession Act and the application of Sec- 
tion 14 to the estate or the interest that 
Is Conveyed back to the widow. The 
argument of the learned counsel for the 
appellants was that when the original 
gift is made by the widow to the alienee 
nothing is left with the widow. About 
this there can be no doubt His further 
contention was that what Is convrared to 
the alienee is the limited right which 
was possessed by the widow which Inte- 
rs was defeasible on the death of the 
widow or her remarriage or adoption of 
an heir eta, and consequently the into- 
3^ conveyed to the alienee was of a 
linuted nature, and that when the alienee 
teconveys to the widow, be cannot eon- 
wy a title better thag he has 

Kot* vV?ith these propositiona also, there 
can be no quarrel However, the learned 
counsel goes on to argue that what was 
actually conveyed to the original alienee 
la an interest which Is a Umitprf one and 
that the Hindu Succesrion Act would In 
BO way have benefited the alienee and 
cons equently when that alienee recon- 
vbtb that interest to the widow, she 
■'^Uld be in no better position than the 
aliejjee and Section 14 would not be ap- 
plicable: Stress is laid on the fact that 
It should not make any difference as to 
whether the reconveyance is made by 
the original alienee in favour of a male 
or u female. It was tirg^ that supposing 
he bed reconveyed the property or the 
Interest that he possessed in the property 
to a third person, then sudi a third per- 
son could not claim to have the benefit 
of Section 14 irrespective of the fact whe- 
ther he was a mde or a female. There 
nrc two things which this argument has 
not taken note of. First, that in this 
gse it is not conveyed In favour of a 
third person. It is a reconvevance to the ' 
PCrton from whom the property was ori- 
mnally taken and, therefora It amounts 
to tancellation of the original document. 
No doubt this cancellation takes place not 
«tiospectively from the date of the ori- 
alienation but from the date that 
the reconveyance Is made. However, op 
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She date on which iHe reconveyance is 
actually effected, the result of such a ten 
conveyance is the annulment of the ori- 
ginal alienation, in other words, on 3rd 
of June, 1959, in the present case when 
Daulat Singh made a gift back to the 
widow of the property originally gifted 
to him by her, the widow became owner 
In possession of whatever interest die 
originally had on the 18th February, 
1938, the date on whidi she had made 
a gift to Daulat Singh. The second point 
that is being pressed by the learned coun- 
sel is the clear effect of sub-section (1) of 
Section 14. The wording of this section 
Is— 

"Any property possessed by a female 
Hindu, whether acquired before or after 
the commencement of this . Act, shall be 
held by her as full owner thereof and 
not as a ILinited owner,” 

All that this section reqtdres Is that 
(a) if a female is possessed of some pro- 
perty and (b) whether this property is 
acquired before or after the commence- 
ment of this Act, she will hold the pro- 
perty as an absolute owner and not as 
a limited owner. The words 'possessed 
by* as interpreted by their Lordships of 
^e Supreme Court in Mangal Singh’s 
case, AIR 1967 SC 1786 (supra) are equi- 
valent to having a title to the property 
or being the owner of the property. 
When, as in the present case the property 
Is reconveyed to the wdow, she does 
acquire a title to the property in view of 
the fact that the property has been con- 
veyed to her and the right that she ac- 
quires by such a conveyance is a limited 
right which was possessed by the alienee 
and which had originally been conveyed 
to that alienee by the widow herselL 

However, as she has come to possess 
this limited right after the enforcement 
of the Act, sub-section (1) of Section 14 
will become applicable to her and tills 
right win get enlarged into an absolute 
estate. On the other hand, if the original 
alienation had been made by a male hav- 
ing only a limited right, he would have 
been able to convey to the alienee also a 
limited interest in the same manner if 
the alienation had been by a widow. If 
the alienee reconveys the interest origi- 
nally conveyed to lilm back to the male 
limited owner, then sudi a man would 
not be able to lake the benefit of the pro- 
visions of sub-section (1) of Section 14 
and he will remain only a limited owner 
of the property conveyed back to him. 
Thu.s it makes all tlie difference whether, 
llie person to whom the property Is rccon- 
veyed, resulting in the annulment of the 
original alienation, is a male or a female. 
Otherwise too. tills so-called anomaly Is 
of daily occurrence; for example, a male 
proprietor who is holdmg ancestral pro- 
perty and is governed by custom would 
have a linffted right to alienate the pro- 


perty for legal necesatv only and If he 
ahenates the property without such legal 
Mcessity, the reversioners can challenge 
the alienation. However, on the death 
of such a li mit ed owner, if he is survived 
by, say, one son and one daughter, then 
under the Act both of them will be en- 
fatied to equal share in the estate. The 
son would not have unrestricted right of 
^enation in the share of the estate that 
Is inherited by him because the rules of 
custom by which he is governed relating 
to alienation have not been abrogated by 
Virtue of Section 4 of the Act Under 
that section only those rules of Hindu 
lavra and customs have been abrogated 
which run counter to the prowrions made 
in the Act itself. As the Hindu Succes- 
sion Act does not deal with the light of 
affenation of a Hindu male, the restric- 
tions imposed on him by the customary, 
law or under the general Hindu law con- 
tinue to remain in force However, so 
far as the daughter is concerned, she 
will have an absolute estate by the ope- 
ration of sub-section (1) of Section 14 of 
the_Act and inasmuch as the property of 
which she becomes the owner by virtue 
of inheritance whether such an Inheri- 
tance opens before or after the com- 
mencement of the Act, she takes as an 
absolute owner and not as a limited 
owner. Alienation by her, therefore, 
cannot be controlled by the reversioners 
and the alienee from her would get an 
absolute title, 

lO. Similarly, If the estate of a limit- 
ed male owner is inherited by his widow, 
then she would have an absolute right 
of alienation which was not enjoyed by 
her husband from whom she had inlierit- 
ed the property. Thus it is dear that 
it makes all the difference whether the 
person to whom the property is rccon- 
veyed by the original alienee is a male or 
a female, 

IL Another poihf talcen by the learn- 
ed counsel was that inasmuch as the re- 
conveyance in favour of the widow was 
by means of a document, being a docu- 
ment of gift, the alienee had merely a 
limited right in the property. Coase- 
quently sub-section (2) of Section 14 of 
the Act would become applicable and 
not sub-section (1) because tlie title Is 
by a document and It conveys only a 
limitc-d estate. Tne mere fact that the 
property comes to be 'possessed by’ a 
female Hindu under a deed of gift, Ijy 
itself would not talw? the case otJt of .cub- 
gection (i) of Section 34. TliLs ror-tter Ls 
made dear by tlie Explanation adrit-eJ to 
rab-soction (1) of Section 14. the rdativo 
part of whicir is as follows: — 

'Tn tills sub-.scc’ion ‘property’ Includes 
both movable and immovable property 
acquired by a female Hindu by inheri- 
tance or device, or at a partiu'oa. * * 
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• •. or by gift from any person, 

whether a relative or not, before, at or 
alter her marriage, • • •» 

or in any other mann er X7hatsoever, 

Sub-section (2) becomes applicable only 
where the deed of gift or other Instru- 
ment by which a female acquires pro- 
perty itself lays down a restriction on 
the estate that is to be enjoyed by the 
female. Relevant part of eub-section (2) 
is as follows: — 

"Nothing contained !n sub-section fl) 
diall apply to any property acquired by 
way of gift • • "or anj 

other instrument or xmder a decree or 
order of a Civil Court or under an award 
where the terms of the gift • • 

• • ‘or other Instrument 

or the decree. • • prescribe a 

restricted estate In sudx property.” 

It is nobody's case that the gift deed, 
by which the property was conveyed by 
Daulat Singh to the widow on the 3rd 
June. 1959, itself prescribes any restrict- 
ed estate. Daulat Singh, In the deed, 
makes It absolutely clear that what he 
Intends to transfer Is all the bundle ot 
rights that be possessed In the property. 
This bundle ot rights could be nothing 
more or less than the bundle of rights 
that were conveyed to him by the widow 
In the year 1938. Thus the gift deed by 
which the widow came to acquire a right 
or title in the property does not in any 
manner, prescribe a restricted estate In 
such propertv. Sub-section f2J Is. there- 
fore, altogether inapplicable. Ganesb 
Mananta v. Sukria Bewa, AIR 1963 Orissa 
167. was relied upon on behalf of the 
appellants. In this case, the property 
was reconvcyed to the widow alter a 
declaratory decree had been obtained by 

reverrioners and in the last para- 
graph of the judgment it was observed 
as follows: — 

• • • defendant 2 ac- 

quired only the widow’s estate by the 
gift in his favour. His retransfer on 13th 
February 1957 by Ex. B, • • • 

would transmit to Lata the same title 
which defendant 2 himself had, • • 

* the decUratkm made in O. S. 333 
of 1946-47. that her gift in favour ot de- 
fendant 2 was not binding on the rever- 
sioners after her death, does not make 
any difference in the legal position. Even 
if such a suit had not been filed, the inte- 
rest of the alienee or the donee In the 
property would be that of a limited 
owner. Section 14(1) does not purport 
to enlarge the right, title or Interest of 
the alienee with regard to the transfers 
effected prior to the commencement of 
the Act” 

With respect there can be no quarrel 
with any of the propositions laid down 
above. The learned Judge, however, 
then proceeded as foUows— 


Sbi^ (FB) (Harbans Singh J.l , 

"By Ex. B Lata would again get the 
tddo^s estate. The position would be 
made clear by an illustration. Suppo&i 
lug defendant 2 had effected a transfer 
not in favour of Lata but in favour of 
another male who Is in law always en- 
titled to hold the property as a full 
owner. Would the transferee In such a 
case acquire a limited right or a full 
ownership? Tlie obvious answer Is that 
he would acquire only a limited right as 
the donee cannot transmit any title higher 
than what he himself had. The porition 
does not become in any way different 
merely because defendant 2 retransferred 
the property in favour of a female. 
Though the transfer Is subs^uent to the 
Act, Lata acquired only a limited right 
and did not acquire ftdl ownership on 
acimunt of the limited nature of the inte- 
rest of the transferor." 

Obviously the learned Judge omitted to 
ta&e note of the fact that ft makes all 
the difference where the retransfer Is In 
favour of the original transferor resulting 
In the cancellation of annulment of the 
original alienation and transfer in favour 
of a stranger. This distinction was notic- 
ed in Chinnakolandai Goundan v. ThanJI 
Gounder, AIR 1965 Mad 497. At page 
506. after reproducing the above obser- 
Tations of Misra J.. in the Orissa case^ 
Bamamurti J., observed as follows:— 

••With respect I am unable to agree 
with this view, as the entire reasoning Is 
ba^ upon the view that there U no dif- 
ference between a reconveyance in favour 
of the wi^ow herself and alienation la 
favour of the stranger. In my opinion, 
there is all the difference between a case 
of annulment of a conveyance by consent 
of both the parties and a case of a sub- 
sequent alienation by the alienee In 
favour of a stranger. In the former case 
the effect of the alienation Is completely 
wiped out and the original position is re- 
stored. This distinction h^ not’ been 
noticed In the decision of the Orissa High 
Court" 

In addition, another point that has not 
been noticed In the judgment of the 
Orissa High Court Is the distinction be- 
tween the right possessed by a female 
and that by a male and the effect of Sec- 
tion 14(1) on the right acquired by the 
female which happenrf to be of a limited 
nature. 

12. In the Madras case It was held 
that there la nothing In law prohibiting 
retransfer by an alienee from the alienor 
who suffers from a legal disability. At 
page 501 it was observed as follows:— 

"1 am, therefore, clearly of the opinion 
that there Is nothing In law to prevent 
an alienation being completely nullified 
as if it never took effert provided the 
aUenor and the alienee agree to such a 


It cannot be disputed that when the re- 
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iyer^oner files iHe smt, it is open to the 
alienee to submit to a decree After such 
■a declaratory decree is passed, there Is 
nothing in Hindu Law which compels or 
obliges the alienee to retain and keep the 
property himself and hand it over to the 
ireversioner. It is certainly open to him 
jto respect the decree and convey back 
the property to the widow even before 
her death. It is obvious that what the 
alienee can do after the termination of 
the sxiit can equally be done during its 
pendency. Surely the alienee is not a 
trustee for the reversioner to keep the 
property in trust and deliver the property 
on the death of the widow.” 

In the Madras case reconveyance took 
place during the pendency of the suit 
and it was held that in view of the re- 
transfer. the suit would stand dismissed. 
It was further held that in such a situa- 
tion, Section 14 would apply and enlarge 
the estate reconveyed to the wdow into 
an absolute owner, even though the title 
or the right to possession accrued only 
after the Act came into force. The leam- 
gd Judge went on to obser\’^e as follows: — 

"The crudal fact is that the right 
accrued to a Hindu female.” 

The decision of the learned Single Judge 
reported in Teja Singh v. Jagat Singh, 
AHl 1964 Punj 403. was noticed and ap- 
proved by learned Judge. 

12-A. In view of the above discussion, I 
nm definitely of the view that there is 
nothing in law which prevented the re- 
conveyance of the property in dispute by 
Daulat Singh to the widow on 3rd of 
June 1959 vide gift deed, ESuibit D. 2, 
and by this reconveyance the widow be- 
came the owner of the property to the 
same extent as she originally was before 
the deed of gift, and sub-section (1) of 
Section 14 became applicable and her 
interest, limited as it was before the date 
of the gift got enlarged into an absolute 
estate wliich she was entitled to dispose 
of as she hired. There is. conssquenUy 
no force in the apc>eal and the same is 
dismissed. In the pecuhar circumstances 
of the case, there is no order as to costs, 

13. IL It SODHI, J4 I agree. 

14. S. S. SANDHAWALIA, J.: I agree. 

Appeal dismissed. 
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Fateh Singh Chugha. Petitioner v. State 
•of Punjab and others. Respondent^ 

Cir-i! Writ No. 1440 of 1900. D/- 31-7- 

(s\) Constitution of India. Arts. 22C, 309 
and 3J1 — Civil servant ofiiciatinc in post 
for fi.vcd period — Reversion to substan- 
tive post before expiry of term — Has no 
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right to maintain writ petition against 
Government unless bis fundamental right 
or right under Art 311 is affected — Claim 
based on contract — High Court does not 
enforce contractoal rights — Remedy by 
way of suit against Government is open. 

A civil servant who has been appointed 
to officiate in certain post in anotoer 
department of the State Government for 
a fixed period on higher salary but who 
has been reverted to his substantive post 
in the original department before the ex- 
piry of the stipulated period on adminis- 
trative grounds has no right to maintain 
a writ petition to compel the Government 
to retain him in that post imless it aCects 
his legal or fimdamental rights or his right 
under Art. 311 of the Constitution, 

{Para 12) 

Smee the petitioner based his claim to 
hold the post entirely under a contractual 
right the petitioner was not entitled to 
any relief under Art. 226 of the Constitu- 
tion as the High Court does not enforce 
contractual rights in such petitions. The 
petitioner can seek his remedy by way of 
suit for specific performance of the con- 
tract or for damages against the Govern- 
ment 1969 Lab IC 721 (Cal) & AIR 1953 
SC 250 S: AIR 1968 SC 292, ReL on. 

(Paras 4, 11) 

(B) Constitution of India, Arts. 309 and 
SIO — Position of Government servant is 
more one of status than of contract and 
his terms of service are governed by 
statute or statutory rules — Punjab Civil 
Services Buies. VoL L B. 317 — Govern- 
ment has power to transfer a Govemmenf 
servant from one post to another and to 
retransfer him to the no.st on which he 
held a lien. AIR 1967 SC 1889, FoIL 

(Para 5) 

(C) Con-stitution of India, Art 311 — 
Removal from service — Government ser- 
vant officiating in one State department — 
Reversion to his original substantive post 
In another department — Docs not amount 
to removal from service. 

Article 311 of the Constitution speaks 
of removal from the servuce of the State 
Government or the Government of India 
and not from any post held by the Gov- 
ernment servant in any department. Tiie 
reversion of a Government servant holding 
an officiating post in one department to 
his substantive post in another depart- 
ment does not therefore, amount to his 
removal from ?cr%’ice within the meaning 
of Art 311 of the Constitution. AIR 1958 
SC 36. DLrt. (Para C) 

(D) CoE-stitution of India, Art 311 — 
Reduction in rank — What Is — Govern- 
ment servant bolding officiatirig post cn 
higher .sal.ary (nr fixed period rrrcrlcd to 
his original substantive post according to 
service rules before cxniry of period — 
Does not nmntir.t to reduction in rank — 
Reduction in cmoIumcDt; necessarily in- ■ 
voivcd ts cot a penal consequence. 
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The reduction ti rank takes place only 
If the Government servant has the riEht 
to hold the higher post from which he Is 
reverted to a lower post If he has no 
right to hold the hi^er post there will 
be no reduction in r^ik in case he Is re- 
verted to his substantive post from his of- 
fidating post even before the expiry of 
the fixed period for which he was appoint- 
ed to officiate. The reason is that such a 
Government servant has no right to hold 
the officiating post for all times to come 
and under the service rules applicable to 
him, he is always liable to be reverted to 
his substantive post in accordance 
those rules. (Para 8) 


The reverrion from a higher post to a 
lower post necessarily Involves reduction 
In emoluments and that alone cannot be 
termed as a penal consequence. !id67 
Serv LR 240 (Punj) & AIR 1957 SC 886 
& AIR 1362 SC 794 & AIR 1958 AH 741 
(FB) & AIR 1966 Andh Pra 116 & C W. 
No. 1430 of 1967, D/- 20-2-1969 (Pimj), 
ReL on; 1967 Serv LR 96 (Punj). Dist 

(Para 10) 

Cases Referred: Chronological Paras 
(19691 1969 Lab IC 721 ~ 73 Cal 
939, Pallikalloth Shyama 
Prasad v. Chief Conunr, Andaman 
& Nicobar Islands 'd 

(1969) C. W. No. 1430 of 1967. D/- 
20-2-1969 (Punj), Gurbuz Singh 
Dorka v. State of Punjab 0 

a8681 AIR 1968 SC 292 (V 5S) - 
1968 Serv LH 119 - 1963 Lab 
IC 232, Dt. Bool Chand v. Chancel- 
lor Kurukshetra Univerrity 
0967) AIR 1967 SC 1889 (V 54) » 

(1968) 1 SCR 185. Roshanlal 
Tandon v. Union of India 
(1967) 1967 Serv LR 96 (PunJ). 

Guitiit Singh Axilakh v. State of 
Punjab 

0967) 1967 Serv LR 240 (Pm^, 
Bbagwan Bass v. Punjab State 
0966) AIR 1966 Andh Pra 116 
(V 53) “ ILR (1966) Andh Pra 
590, Collector of Central Bxdse 
H:^erabad v. N. Venkata Rao 
0962) AIR 1962 SC 794 (V 49) - 
1962 Supp (1) SCR 92, State of 
Bombay v. F. A. Abraham 8 

0958) AIR 1958 SC 36 (V 45) = - 
1958 SCR 823. Parshotam Lai 
Phingra v. Union of India 0 

0958) AIR 1958 All 741 (V 45) « 

ILR (1958) 2 All 55 (FB). Jid 
Shankar Eajela v. State of Uttar 
Pradesh 8 

(1957) AIR 1957 SC 886 (V 44) -• 

1958 SCR 509, Hartwell Prescott 
Singh V. Uttar Pradesh Govt, B 

0953) AIR 1953 SC 250 (V 40) “■ ' 
1953 SCR 655. Satish Chandra v. 

Union of India 4 

H. S. "Wasu with B. S. Wasn and L. S. 
^asu. for Petitioner; Id. R. Shaim^ 
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I^puty Advocate General (Pb) (for Nos. 1 
& 2) and M. R. Agihotri (for No. 3), for 
Respondents. 

ORDER:— Fateh Singh Chugha peti- 
tioner was working as a permanent 
Superintendent in the E^jab Civil Seo- 
retoriet when in 1963, due to the pheno- 
menal development of the activities of the 
Industries Department, he was appointed 
to the post of Assistant Director (Adminis- 
tration) by an order of the Governor of 
Punjab for a period of six months. The 
petitioner took charge of this post with 
effect from January 1, 1964. The period 
of six months was later on, with the ai> 
proval of the Punjab Public Service Com- 
mission. extended to four years ending on 
January 1, 1968. *1716 petitioner has 
aReged that he was sdected for the post 
of Assistant Director ( Adminis tration) In 
the Industries Department because of the 
fact that it was felt that a person from 
outside should be appointed who should 
be above department pressure, intrigues 
and faction, at the same time having 
special knack of setting the things in order 
and who should also be well conversant 
with the offiid j procedure and "know- 
how.” Applications for the post were 
Invited from the Superintendents of 
the Punjab Civil Secretimat and the peti- 
tioner was then selected. 

2. During the period from 1664 to 1066« 
the petitioner earned very good remarks 
in the Industries Departent some of 
which are as uten— 

3. Since^ih^ taMog over as AsEistanf 

Director, a great iinprovement has 
come about in the administration 
"Wing of the Dire^rate of Indus- 
tries. 

2. That he Is also dlsdiarglng duties of 

8 V lgilan rp Officer, has conducted 
a number of enquiries which result- 
ed in adequate punishment to those 
found guilty, 

3. He has. In fact, proved an asset to 

this Departmoit and there Is a hope 
of bringing the administration Wing 
to a stable keel if he is allowed to 
continue his efforts with zed and 
fervour he has already exhibited. 

4. It Is, therefore, in the Interest of the 

Department as well as in public in- 
terest that services of Shri Fateh 
Singh Chugha be cmitinued to be 
availed of in this Department for 
few years more. 

These remarks were conveyed to the 
Public Service Commission In Febroary, 
1966 when a reference was made to it for 
the appointment of the petitioner to the 
said post. His suitability for the post 
was approved by the Public Service Com- 
mission on hlay 30, 1966. He was not 
permanently appoint^ to this post but his 
appointment was extended for a further 
period of four years with effect from 
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Jianuary 2, 1968, by the order of the Gov- 
ernor of Ilmjab, a copy of wMch Is 
A33nexure 'A’ to the writ petition. This 
order is dated Koveinber 13, 1967 and 
reads as under: — > 

"The Governor of Punjab is pleased to 
accord sanction to the continued appoint- 
ment of Shii Fateh Singh Chugha as As- 
sistant Director (Administration) in the 
Directorate of Industries, Punjab, in terms 
of Note (I) below Kule (9) of the Pimjab 
Industries Service (State Service Class II) 
Eules, 1966, for a further period of four 
years with effect from the 2nd January, 
1968, in the grade of 350-25-500/30-650, 
plus a special pay. of Rs, 50 p, m.”’ 

A copy of this order was forwarded to 
the Secretary, Punjab Public Service 
Commission for information and it was 
mentioned in the endorsement that "the 
suitability of Shri Fateh Singh Chugha 
for the post of Assistant Director (Admn.) 
stands approved by Punjab Public Service 
Commission vide their letter No. TRA22/ 
63/21927, dated 30-5-1966.” In pmsuance 
of this order of the Governor, the peti- 
tioner continued to work on the post of 
Assistant Director (Administration) till an 
order was passed on June 13, 1969, revert- 
ing him to his substantive post of Superin- 
tendent in the Punjab Civil Secretariat 
and appointing respondent 3, Shri L S. 
Tewari, in his place. It is alleged that 
this order was not served on the peti- ■ 
tioner but Shri Tewari took over charge 
on June 16, 1969, on which day the peti- 
-lioner was on casual leave, applied 
for two days’ more leave by telegram on 
Jime 17, 1969 and filed the writ petition 
in this Court on June 16, 1969 along with 
an application for staying the operation 
of the order reverting him to his parent 
substantive post in the Secretariat The 
stay matter came up before Narula, J, 
wlicn notice was jdven for June 24, 1969r 
and status quo was ordered to be main- 
tained meanwhile. The said application 
was heard hy Naimla, J. on June 24, 1969, 
In the prescmce of the Deputy Advorate 
General appearing for respondents 1 and 2, 
and Shri M. E. Agnihotri, Advocate for 
res 7 x>ndent 3. Affidavits were filed by res- 
pondents 2 and S to the eflect tliat r^- 
pondent 3 had already taken charge of the 
post on June 16, 1969. The learned Judg^ 
however, after hearing the parties, ordered 
that the petitioner should not be re- 
verted from tiio post to which he was ap- 
pointed by the order of Governor of 
Punjp.b fcopy AnncKurc *A* lo tne wnt 
petition) till the hearing of tire v.'rit 
petition by the Motion Bench as tlie orcer 
of reversion had not been communicated 
to him before that date, tliat is Juno 
1PG9 The writ petition was ordered to be 
fi:-:ed for Motion hearing on July 14. 1969. 
It came up for hearing before tiie T..otson 
Benclt on July IC. 19C9 when it Wiis ad-. 


mitted and was ordered io be heard as 
No, 1 on July 22, 1969. 

3. Separate written statements to the 
wnt petition have been filed by all the 
respondents. It has been adiitted by 
re^ondent 1 in its return that the peti- 
tioner had done good work and he was, 
therefore, given extension for a further 
period of four years with effect from 
Jmuary 2, 1968 but it is emphasised tliat 
there was no contract between him and 
the Government and that he "was trans- 
ferred from the post of Supeiintendent in 
the Secretariat to the post of Assistant 
Director (Admn.) in the Directorate of 
Industries in a temporary capacity and his 
lien had been kept in the Secretariat On 
the post of Assistant Director (Admn.) he 
had to deal with the establishment 
matters. The purpose of sending an out-; 
Eider to the Industries Department was 
that the ofQcer should handle the esta- 
blishment cases free from departmental 
intrigues and factions. Too long a 
stay on the administrative seat is not 
a healthy thing and, therefore. Gov- 
ernment took a decision on the adminis- 
trative grounds that Shri Fateh Singh 
Chugha should be reverted to the Punjab 
Civil Secretariat and Shri I. S. Teviaii, 
formerly P. A to the Advocate General, 
Punjab, was appointed in his place.” 

It Is also averred that the reversion of 
the petitioner to his substantive post of 
Superintendent in the Punjab Civil Sec- 
retariat from the post of Assistant Direc- 
tor (Admn.) which he was holding on of- 
ficiating basis, did not entail any penal 
consequences. The orders passed by the 
Government were just and proper and 
there was no obligation on the part of the 
Government to retain the petitioner as As- 
sistant Director (Admn.) for any parti- 
cular period. He could be reverted on 
administrative grounds at any time. The 
Government is said to have passed the 
impugned order with fuU knowledge of 
all the circumstances of the case. No in- 
justice has been done to the petitioner by 
his reversion to the post against whlcli he 
is holding his lien and no provision of thg 
.Constitution has been violated, 

4. The petitioner had challenged the 
order of his reversion on various groimds, 
ilio first of which is ti’.at the petitioner’s 
appointment to the po.st being for a rrycci- 
fied period to end on January 1. it-Tl Ln 
terms of the order of the Governor 
(Annexure ’A’ to tiie writ petiticnl it was 
not within the competence of the Govern- 
ment to termiiiate tiie .same before tiie ex- 
piry of the contractual period. Tnc plea 
of the petitioner is that the Governor Jind 
Gxtendtri the period of his ovrolntTn'Tit by: 
another four years witij effect from Janu- 
ary 2, 1S63 and accenting tiial order llie 
pctiticner had continut-d in the ix>£t of 
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Asdstant Director (A dmin istration) In the 
Industries Department and thus a con- 
tract came about between the Govern- 
ment and himself. Under that contract 
the Government had no right to send him 
back before the expiry of the stipulated 
period of four years. The reply to this 
plea is that for toe enforcement of a right 
flowing from a contract the remedy by 
way of writ petition under Art. 226 of the 
Constitution is not available and the peti- 
tioner can file a suit for damages or speci- 
fic performance of the contract against the 
Government. Reliance has been placed on 
a judgment of Sinha, J. of the Calcutta 
High in Pallikoiloth Syama Prasad 

y. Chief Commr. Andaman & Nicobar 
Islands. 1969 l^b IC 721 (Cal). The 
learned Judge relied upon the dedslon of 
the Supreme Court, in Satish Chandra v- 
Dcion of India. AIR 1953 SC 250 and ob- 
served: — 

"Whether or not the peHtfoner’a service 
on deputation was liable to be terminated 
before the expiry of the stipulated period 
relates at best to a contractual power. So 
If there was breach of such a contract the 
petitioner might have other remedies 
rither in specific performance of contract 
or of damages. For, It Is well settled that 

00 writ will lie to compel performance or 
enforcement of the contract” 

1 am respectfully in agreement with the 
view expressed by the learned Judge and 
bold that the petitioner has no right to 
maintain this ‘«mt petition to compel the 
Government to retain him in the post of 
Assistant Director (Admimstration) in the 
Industries Department in accordance with 
the order of the Governor dated Novem- 
ber 13, 1967, a COPY of wWch is Annexure 
'A' to toe writ petition. The petitioner 
can seek bis remedy by way of a suit for 
specific performance of the contract or for 
dai^ges against toe Government. 

5. The matter can. however, be <jealt 
with from another point of view. Thdr 
I/jrdships of the Supreme Court have held 
In Roshan Lai Tandon v. Union of India, 
AIR 1967 SC 1889 with regard to the posi- 
tion of a Government servant as under: 

'Tt Is true that the origin of Govern- 
ment service is contractuaL There Is an 
offer and acceptance in every case. But 
once appointed to his post or office the 
Government servant acquires a etatus and 
his rights and obbgations are no longer 
determined by consent of both parties, 
but by statute or statutory rules whicdi 
may be framed and alteiw unilaterally 
by toe Government. In other words, the 
legal position of a Government servant Is 
more one of status than of contract. The 
hall-mark of status Is the attachment to a 
legal relationship of rights and duties Im- 
posed by toe public law and not by mere 
^jTT t^mpnt Of toe parties. The emolu- 


ment of the Government servant and fiis 
terms of service are governed by statute 
or statutory rules which may be tinila- 
femlly altered by the Government with- 
out the consent of the employee. It Is 
true that Art 311 imposes constitutional 
restrictions upon the power ol remorol 
granted to the President and the Governor 
under Art. 310. But it is obvious that the 
relationship between toe Government and 
its servant is not like an ordinary con- 
tract of service between a master and ser- 
vant The legal relationship is something 
entirely different something in the nature 
of status. It is much more than a purely 
contractual relationship voluntarily enter- 
ed into between the parties. The duties 
of status are fixed by the law and In the 
enforcement of these duties society has an 
Interest In toe language of jurisprudence 
status is a condition of membership of a 
group of which powers and duties are ex- 
dusively deterndned by law and not by 
agreement between the parties concerned.” 
Ewn if the order of toe Governor dated 
November 13. 1967 amoimts to a contract 
between the Government and the peti- 
tioner remains subject to the Punjab Civil 
Services Rules. It is to be noted that toe 
petitioner had been transferred from the 
Punjab Civil Secretariat to the Industries 
Department under the power contained in 
Note (D below Rule (9) of toe Punjab 
Industries Service (State Service Class 11} 
Rules, 1966, which authorises the Gov- 
ernment to fill any vacancy in the Indus- 
tries Department by trarisfer or deputa- 
tion from Civil Service of the Punjab Gov- 
ernment or other State Governments or of 
the Government of India. The Govern- 
ment has also (he power to transfer a 
Government servant from one post to 
another under Rule 3.17 of the Punjab 
Civil Services Rules, Volume I. and to re- 
transfer him to the post on which he holds 
a lien. The petitioner is admittedly sub- 
ject to these rules and It cannot, there- 
fore, be said that the Government had no 
power to revert the petitioner to his sub- 
stantive post before the exrfiy of the 
period of four years stipulated In the 
order, copy of which Is Aimexure *A' to 
toe writ petitioi:. 

S, The learned counsel for the peti- 
tioner then argued that the reversion of 
toe petitioner from the post of Assistant 
Director (Administration) to his substan- 
tive post In the Punjab Civil Secretariat 
amounts to his removal from sei^ce by 
Way of punishment as It entails penal 
consequences, for the petitioner would lo^ 
the benefit of higher pay and higher 
status of toe post The petitioner was 
getting Rs. 50 as special pay In addition 
to the pay of his grade as Superintendent 
while holding toe Post of Assistant Dir- 
ector (Administration) of which he would 
be deprived on his reversion tar the 
period upto January 1. 1972. In my 
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opinion, the aisnment is not sound. The 
petitioner has not been removed from ser- 
vice of the Punjab ^vemment but has 
only been reverted to his substantive post 
from which he was transferred. Art. 311 
of the Constitution speaks of removal 
from the service of the State Government 
or the Government of India and not from 
any post held by the Government ser- 
vant in any department. The reveraon 
in the case of the petitioner does not, 
therefore, amount to his removal from 
service within the meaning of Art. 311 of 
the Constitution, 

7. As regards penal consequences by 
way of loss of higher emoluments, they 
are bound to occur when a Government 
servant is reverted from a higher of- 
ficiating post to his substantive post But 
the loss of emoluments can be considered 
being by way of punishment only if the 
reversion amounts to reduction in rank. 
The question now to be determined £s 
whether the reversion of the petitioner in 
the instant case amounts to reduction in 
rank within the meaning of Art. 311 of 
the Constitution, 

8. The learned coimsel for tne peti- 
tioner has strongly relied upon the judg- 
ment of their Lordships of the Supreme 
Court in Parshotam Lai Dhingra v. Union 
of India, AIR 1958 SC 36. wherein S. R, 
Das, C. J., observed as tmder. — ^ 

"Again where a person is appointed to 
a temporary post for a fixed term of say 
five years, his service cannot in the ab- 
sence of a contract or a service rule per- 
mitting its premature termination be ter- 
minated before the expiry of that period 
unless he has been guilty of some mis- 
conduct negligence, inefficiency or other 
disqualifications and appropriate pro- 
ceedings are taken under the rules read 
vrith Art 311 (2)." , . r 

This observation does not apply to the in- 
stant case as it is not a case of removal 
from service before the expiry of the 
fbied period but only reversion to the ori- 
ginal substantive post and even accordmg 
to the exception made by the learned Chief 
Justice it is permissible if there is a ser- 
vice rule permitting the same. I have m- 
ready referred to Rule 3.17 whereunder 
the Government has the right to transfer 
any Government servant from one post to 
the other. The reduction in ranlc takes 
place only If the Government servant has 
the right to hold the higher post from 
which he Is reverted to a lower post. If 
he has no right to hold the higher post 
there 'vrill be no reduction in rank in case 
ho is reverted to his substantiv'e post from 
his ofiidating post even before the cxpir>’ 
of the fixed period for which he was ap- 
pointed to ofiiciatc. The reason is Uiat 
such a Government servant h.as no right 
to hold the officiating post for all times 
to come and under the sorvace rules ap- 
plicable to him, he is always liable to be 


reverted to Ms substantiye post In accor- 
dance with those rules. In the instant 
case, the petitioner was holding the post 
of Assist ant Director (Administration) In 
me Industries Department on an officiat- 
ing basis by transfer from the Punjab 
Civil Secretariat and had no right to hold 
that post for ever. At best under the 
order of the Governor dated November 
13. 1967 he could have held it only upto 
January 1. 1972. That does not mean that 
the petitioner has the right to hold that 
post so that his reversion from that post 
to his substantive post amounts to re- 
duction in rank. It was held by P. D. 
Sharma. J., in Bhagwan Dass v. Punjab 
State, 1967 Serv LR 240 (Punj), as under: 

"The case of reversion of a deputationisf 
to the parent Department did not attract 
the provisions of Art 311 of the Constitu- 
tion of India because he cannot claim the 
post he held in the Department where he 
had gone on deputation as of right. TTie 
petitioner’s lien on the post which he held 
in to parent Department remained intact 
during the period he was on deputation 
to the Rehabilitation Department On his 
reversion he was entitled to get to due 
place in to parent Department. The order 
of his reversion thus cannot be assailed on 
any valid ground.” 


Their Lordships of the Supreme Court 
held in Hartwell Prescott Singh v. Uttar 
Pradesh Govt. AIR 1957 SC 886. tliat "a 
reversion from a temporary post held by 
a person does not per se amount to re- 
duction in rank because the temporary 
post held by him is not his substantive 
rank.” Again, it was held by their Lord- 
ships of the Supreme Court, in the State 
of Bombay v. F, A. Abraham, AIR 1962 SC 
794 that — 

"a person officiating in n post has no 
right to hold it for jill times. He may 
have been given the officiating post be- 
cause the permanent incumbent was not 
available. ha\'ing gone on leave or being 
away for some oUier reasons. When the 
permanent incumbent comes back. Uie 
person ofiidating is naturally reverted to 
to original post. This is no reduction In 
rank for it was the ver\' term on which he 
had been given the officiating post” 

A Full Bench of the Allahabad High Court 
in Jai Shanker Hajela. v. State of Uttar 
Pradesh. AIR 1958 All 741 (FB). held that 

"reversion from a temporarv* or ofildat- 
Ing higher grade to the substantive post 
in the lower erode is not 'reduction In 
rank' within the meaning of Art. 311 even 
though the reversion is ordered on ac- 
count of unsatisfactory work or conduct 
of the civil sorv.anl. prodded it is ordered 
by the State in cxerdre of its pov.-er of 
reverting hi.m under the contract, ex- 
press or implied, or under the rales of 


A Division Bench of the Andhra Pradesh 
Hig h Court, In Collector of Central Excise 
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320 P.&H. iRrs. 8-9} Fateh Singh v. 
Hyderabad v. N. Venkata Rao, AIR 1965 
Andh P^a 116. held as under — 

"A civil servant ofGdating on higher 
post until further orders cannot he said 
to be holding a substantive post In that 
higher office. The office he holds is of a 
transitory character and he does not 
acquire any right thereto. The appoint- 
ing Officer is under no duty to assign rea- 
sons of his reversion to his substantive 
post. If the reversion does not partake the 
character of a punishment, then the pro- 
visions of Art 311 (2) are not attracted 
and therefore, the procedure Indicated 
toerein need not he followed. 

The consequences that flow from the 
reversion cannot be described as penal. 
The concept of penal consequences has no 
place in a case of reversion of an officer 
officiating on a temporary baris and that 
Is appropriate only when the reversion is 
by way of punishment It cannot be 
argued that whatever nught be the reason 
or the cause of the reversion, it should be 
regarded as a punishment rince it affects 
certain rights of the officer. The real test 
for determination whether the reduction 
In such cases is not by way of punishment 
is to 6nd out if the order for reduction 
also virits the servant with any penal con- 
sequences and if that order entails or 
provides lor the forfeiture of his pay or 
allowances or the loss of his seniority In 
his substantive rank or the stoppage or 
postponement of his further chances of 
promotion, then that circumstance would 
Indicate that ^though In form the Gov- 
ernment had purported to exerdse its 
right to terminate the employment or to 
reduce the servant to a lower rank under 
the terms of the contract of employment 
or under the rules, in truth and reality 
the Government has terminated the em- 
ployment as and by way of penalty.” 
Following these judgments I had held in 
Gurbux Singh Dorka v. State of Punjab, 
C. W, No. 1430 of 1967, dedded on 20-2- 
3969 fPunj.V lhat— 

"the reversion of the petitioner to his 
parent department by order dated I2th 
May. 1966 was in order and did not attract 
the provisions of Art. 311 of the Con- 
stitution. This order neither reduced the 
petitioner from a higher r:^ to a lower 
rank nor did it entail any penal conse- 
quences by way of punishment. The re- 
version to the parent department could be 
made under the service rules applicable 
to the petitioner of which the petitioner 
was aware when he got the appointment 
In ^e Civil Defence/Home Guards Depart- 
ment in 19S8." 

In that case Gmbux Singh petlttoner was 
serving in the Cooperative Department 
of the Punjab Government when on 
August 5. 1958 he applied, through pro- 
per channel, for the post of a clerk in the 
office of Director, Civil Defence, Punjab 
Chandigarh, for which post he was select- 


State of Punjab (TuU J. ) 
ed and which he joined on November 22, 
1958. While in the Civil Defence Depart- 
ment, he got rapid promotions and reached 
post of Accountant. On September 20, 
1965 he was serving as Head Assistant in 
the Department of Civil Defence/Home 
Guards when he received a letter Inform- 
ing him that he was being relieved of his 
duties as Head Assistant with eSect from 
September 21, 1965 and he should report 
for absorption to the Registrar, Co-opera- 
tive Societies. The letter reverting him 
to his parent department did not give any 
rea^ns for his reversion nor did U cast 
any stigma on him. CM those fficts I had 
held that it did not amoimt to reduction 
In rank within the meaning of Art. 311 of 
the Constitution and did not entail any 
penal consequences. 

9. The learned counsel for the peti- 
tioner has relied upon a Division Bench 
judgment of this Court (Mehar Singh, 
a J. and D. K. Mahajan, J.) in Gurdit 
Singh Aulakh v. State of Punjab, 1967 
Serv LR 96 jPunj), in which it was held; 

••Even if the appellant Is treated as a 
temporary Government servant holffing 
the civil post of the member of the Tri- 
bunab which itself is a temporary Tri- 
bunal is the sense in which it has uready 
been explained, there is no contract or 
rules under which the services of the ap- 
pellant could be terminated before tne 
expiry of the term of the Tribunal itself 
whether for want of work or by dissolu- 
tion. The only power of removal in sulv 
section (5) of Section 12 of the Act has 
not been exercised. Now, assunung for a 
moment that sub-section (5) of S. 12 of 
the Act is no longer in existence and ap- 
plicable to the case, then the position is 
this, that there is neither any contract 
nor any rule under which the services of 
the appellant could be terminated by the 
respondent except at the time of the ex- 
piry of the life of the Tribunal itselt” 

Jh tia< case Sftri Crurdif Singh AufaM Asd 
been appointed a member of the Sikh 
Gurdwara Tribimal constituted imder Sec- 
tion 12 of the Sikh Gurdwaras Act, 1925 
on March 26, 1962, The notification 
merely said that he was appointed a mem- 
ber of the Tribunal and nothing was said 
with regard to the nature of his tenure. 
On September 10. 1965 he was removed 
irom the membership of the TribunaL He 
filed a writ petition in this Court praying 
that the order of his removal should be 
quashed and a writ in the nature of 
mandamus he issued directing the respon- 
dent to treat him as continuing in his post 
as a member of the TribunaL This writ 
petition was dismissed by Namla. J. 
against which order Shri Gurdit Singh 
Aulakh filed a Letters Patent AppeaL The 
learned Judges hearing the Letters Patent 
Appeal came to the conclusion that the 
removal could be made only la terms of 
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'AIR 1970 RAJASTHAN 129 (V. 57 C 30) 

B. P. BEEI, J. 

Dharma Earn, Petitioner v. Earn Karan 
and The State, Eespondents. 

Criminal Eevn. No. 36 of 1969, D/- 10-^ 
1969 against Judgment of S. J., Jodhpur, 
D/-27-11-1968. 

(A) Criminal P. C, (1898), Ss. 528 (l-C) 
526-A — Application for toansfer of case 
Sfder S. 528 (1-0 — Is not 
the stage of inquiry or toal only. AiK 
1936 Mad 163, Dissented froim 

No limitatipn is cont^ed in word 
ings of Section 528 (1-0 to sugge^ tim 
it is only at the stage of mquu^ or tnal 
that ^application for transfer is tenable. 

In Section 526-A, however, the worc^ m- 
^d 'trial’ find place, which the 
legatee has advisedly not^used m Sec- 
aoR n-O and there is no reason, 
?hmefore.^of Lpo^g restri^ons which 
the legislature never intended to 
air 1936 Mad 163 Dissented from, 1957 
Cri U 139 (Mad), Poll. (Rara ) 

(B) Criminal P. C. (1898), S. 528 — 

fn 4terested^h2 been penmtted to 

person mteresxea ^ ^ Such a 

jnove tr^fer in Section 528; 

language IS con natural course 

but on the doctime of we 
of human condurt it wm ^ available for 

to construe Secbon 528 to be 

seeking justice ^^.^^^^'^yerested in the 
parties who iwe direc^ (Para 8) 

upshot of a who was the 

A husband . of a certainly 

Swterest?i“ person <^djmjas ev^ 

Wat the case had been wtiateo^i^^ 

’’tcTcriminnI T. C. OW, S. 528^AP; 
rticniion for Iroplcr of rose - TrensMr, 
when can bo ordered. -nart 

bem fadng many stages of 

, W Sr'- Vi 

!;.f; J, mtv .1 rrohoH.. of 

1970 BaiJ9 VH G— 41 


Eaj. 129 

(1958) — Each case will be regulated by 
circumstances of each case — Pci^ 
(1860), S. 354. (Para 9) 


Cases Referred; Chronological Paras 

(1968) AIR 1968 Mys 119 (V 55) = 

1968 Cri LJ 638, Shivasharan Reddy 
v. State of Mysore 4 

(1967) 1967 Raj LW 101, Knshnanand 
V. Harbans Singh ^ 

(1965) AIR 1965 SC 444 (V 52) =' 

1965 (1) Cri LJ 360, Rattan Lai 
V. State of Punjab c 

(1963) 1963 Raj LW 288 = ILR 
(1963) 13 Eaj 650, Kamji v. The 

State ^ 

(1962) AIR 1962 All 288 (V 49) = 

(1962) 1 Cri LJ 703, Jag Bhushan 
V State * 

(1959) AIR 1959 Mad 261 (V 46) = 

1959 Cri LJ 731. Ahmed Moideen 
V. Inspector 'D’ Division * 

(1957) 1957 Cri LJ 139 (Mad). In 
re, Kanniyan - 

(1955) AIR 1955 Assam H6 (V 42) - 
1955 Cri LJ 923, N, C. Bose v, 

P. D. Gupta 

(1943) AIR 1943 Nag 236 (V 30) =■ 

44 Cri LJ 643, Abdus Subhan v. 
Gajanan Patrikar 

(1936) AIR 1936 Mad 163 (V 23) = 

37 Cri LJ 223, Murugappa Thevan 
v. Emperor 


4. 6 


3. 6 


N. U. Khan, for PehtionOT Ranamal. 
Advocate, for Non-Petitioner ho. 1; G. M. 
Mehta Dy. G. A., for the State. 

ORDER: — This is a criminal revision 
application directed agamst ^be order o 
the Sessions Judge, Jodhpur, dated t^ 
27th November, 1968, whereby he ortoed 
the transfer of a case from the Court of 
the Munsifl-Magistrate, Bdara, fo the 
^urt of the Munsifi-Magistrate. Jodhpur 
District. 

2 The criminal case, out of winch the 
present rewsion-application arises, has had 
r^equered career. The case was initiat- 
■gd at the instance _of the police on the 
qfith November. 1965. before the Munsiil- 
nSistrate Bilara. ^The allegations were 
that the accused Dharma caught hold of 
the breasts of Mst. Gomati in a fidd where 
thiq woman was worlang at aboui noon 
S the 15?h September. 1965. The learn- 
S Mmsiff-Magistrate Bilara convickd 
the accussed under w,cclicn 
T P C but gave him the bcae.it of We 
pVodsTonrof the Probation 
Act by merely na.monishmg him ’Ti^ 
uticViand of Md:. Gcinati preferred an an- 
S in the Court of the learned feaioas 
jGdgl Jodhpur. After treating the ap- 
a r'--\'i'nnn application under Stc- 
JtS n ite probjaon of o;r»i« 
Art the learned Sessions Judge -srt aaide 
tudf-mrnt o! the Munrff! Magirtratc 
and dirc-rtca him to cotymlv v,im .-ii. p. 
visions of S, G of the said Act, 
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When the case ms sent back to the 
JIuzisiff-Magistraift Bflara. the learned 
Magistrate on the 8th June, 1967 recorded 
the statement ol the defence witness Pan- 
rViaram about the age of the accused and 
Carrie to the conclusion that he was above 
2l years of age but as he had no previous 
conviction and the District Probation Of- 
ficer had not made any adverse com- 
ments against the accused, he gave him the 
benefit of Sec. 3 of the probation ol Of- 
fenders Act and merely admoni^ed him. 
■niis order was again assailed by the 
husband of Mst Gomati, and the learned 
Additional Sessions Judge No. 2. Jodhpur, 
in his order dated the 14th June. 1968. held 
that the order of the learned Munsiff- 
jfagistrate Bilara was not a fuU-fiedged 
judgment as envisaged by the Cade of Cri- 
minal ^ocedure and, therefore, he tet 
aside that order and asked the learned 
MunsiS-Ma^strate Bilara to hear the par- 
ties and write a judgment afresh. Mst. 
Gomati's husband continued to be dis- 
satisfied and he preferred a transfer at>* 
plication in the Court of the learned Ses- 
sions Judge, Jodhpur, asking for the 
transfer of the case under Section S&4. 
L P. C. pending before the Munsifi-Magis- 
trate Bilara to some other Court on the 
ground that the learned hlagistrate had 
almdy expressed bis opinion on the cir- 
cumstances of the case. This aoplieatloa 
for transfer was accepted and this Is how 
the case was then transferr^ to the Mun- 
sifi-hia^strate, Jodhpur District, for being 
beard. 

3. The learned counsel appearing for 
the applicant has raised certain Inter^tins 
questions on behalf of the accused appli- 
cant. Bis first submissioa is that it Is 
only when a case is pending for an inoulry 
or trial that a transfer can be ordered 
under Section 528. Criminal P. C. AH 
that remained to be done In this case was 
to write a judgment as required by Sec- 
tion 367, Criminal P. C and it was no 
jsdigtf jfor irainBfe.’rasK’ ihp Se 

his reliance on Murugappa Thevan v, Ero- 
pCTor, AIR 1936 Mad 163. His second sub- 
mission is that even if a transfer at this 
stage is permissible under Section 528, Cri- 
minal P C„ the original case having been 
initiated by the police, the husband of the 
vict^ Mst, Gomati had no locus standi to 
present a transfer application. In support . 
of his submission, he relied on Ahmed 
Moideen v. Inspertor, 'D’ Diviaon. AIR 
1959 Mad 261. Lastly, he argued that 
there was no justification for the learned 
Sessions Judge to hold that the ends of 
ju^ce require the transferance of this 
case because prima fade it is going to 
cause undue Inconvenience to the accused 
as he will have to engage another counsd 
U the case is heard at Jodhpur. 

Mr. Ranamal appearing for the hus- 
' Sft^of Mst Gomati argued that under 
~^8 (1-C) the stage of a transfer 


application is not confined to the stage of 
inquiry or triaL He placed reliance on Jn 
re. Kanniyan, 1957 Cri U 139 (Mad) and 
Abdua Subh^ v. Gajanan Patrikar. AIR 
1943 Nag 236. Meeting the argument of 
locus st^di, the learned counsel argu^ 
that any person interested can move a 
Court for tr ans fer of a case regardless of 
the fact that the original case may have 
been initiated by the police. He placed 
reliance on N. C. Bose v. P. D. Gupta, AIR 
1955 Assam 116; Jag Bhushan v. State, 
AIR 1962 All 288 and Shivasharan Reddy 
V. State, AIR 1968 Mys 119. Combating 
the third point, the learned counsel argued 
that it is the apprehension of the appli- 
cant which must be taken into account 
and the learned Munsiff-5fagi.rtrate having 
twice given the benefit of the Probation 
of Offenders Act to the accused, he was 
not likely to change his mind and tliis did 
give birth to a reasonable apprehension in 
the mind of his client. He further sub- 
mJried that Section 354, I. P. C. was not 
one of those sections wherein the benefit 
of the Probation of Offenders Act ought to 
be given and he pJaced reliance os two 
decisions of this Court In Kamii v. The 
State, 1963 Raj LW 288 and Krishnanand 
V. Haxbans Singh. 1967 Raj LW 101. 

5. The learned Deputy GovemmenJ 
Advocate who participated in the discu»« 
don submitted that in the present case 
the opinion of conviction having been 
twice expressed, the only email territory 
on wMch the dispute seems to have con- 
centrated is the question ol sentence and 
more on U^e ground whether the benefit 
of the Probation of Offenders Act should 
or should not be given to the accused. EKs 
contention is that this is not a fit case in 
which transfer ought to have been ordered 
on that small ground and if the learned 
Magistrate again gave the benefit of the 
provisions ol that Act and if any party 
fdt aggrieved by It it was always open 
to that party if it had any legal remedy 

f£ 

6. Mr. Rhan for the applicant refofo- 
ed by submitting that even the Simreme 
Court in Rattan Lai v. State of Punjab, 
AIR 1965 SC 444 thought of the provi- 
Eiom of the Probation of Offenders Act fa 
8 care under Sections 354 and 451, L P. C. 

7. The first question Is whether a 
transfer at this stage is permissible under 
Section 528 (1-C), Crirninal P. C. This 
sub-section reads; 

”Any Sessions Judge, on an application 
made to him fa this behalf, may, if he la 
of omnlon that It is expedient for the 
ends of justice, order that any particular 
case be transferred from one C rimin al 
Court to another Criminal Court fa the 
same Sessions dirision.” 

Ko limitation is centred In the wordings 
ol the section to suggest that It is only at 
the stage of Inquiry or trial that an &p- 
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plication for transfer is tenable. It is 
correct that AIR 1936 Mad 163 supnorts 
the learned counsd. for the applicant but 
the same High Court in 1957 Cri LJ 139 
(Mad) has not taken notice of the earlier 
decision of its own Court. In Sec. 526-A, 
however, the words 'inauirv’ and 'trial’ 
find place, which the legislature has advi- 
sedly not used in Section 528 (1-C), and I 
am not in favour, therefore, of importing 
restrictions which the legislature never 
intended to impose, I respectfully dis- 
sent with the view taken in Murugappa’s 
case, AIR 1936 Mad 163 (supra) and follow 
the one which is contained in 1957 Cri LJ 
139 (Mad) (supra). It is not necessary to 
decide the exact stage of the case before 
me although some argument is also pos- 
sible in that direction. 

8. So far as the question of locus standi 
is concerned. Section 528 does not cir- 
cumscribe its. operation at the instance of 
any particular party. The transfer of a 
case from one Court to another usually af- 
fects the parties who are directly interest- 
ed in the outcome of the dispute. Tinder 
Section 526 of the Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure. any person interested has been 
permitted to move transfer applications. 
Such a language is not contained in Sec- 
tion 528; but on the doctrine of the natural 
course of human conduct it will be per- 
missible to construe Section 528 to be 
available for seeking justice in matters of 
transfer by parties who are directly in- 
terested in the upshot of a controversy. 
Mst. Gomati was the victim of an indecent 
assault. The husband of Mst. Gomati was 
certainly an interested person and he had 
every locus standi to move for transfer 
under Section 523 (1-C). The cases cited 
by learned counsel relate to Section 526 
and need not be discussed. 

9. The third point is with regard to 
the question of the existence or othermse 
of reasonable apprehension in the mind of 
the applicant It is apparent from the 
various steps taken by the husband of 
Mst Gomati that he is not satisfied orfy 
with the conviction of the accused which 
has in fact been recorded twice but he is 
interested in enhanced punishment and he 
is motivated on that account 1o take the 
trouble of litigating at several stages. It 
is neither proper nor necessary for me to 
decide whether Section 354 should or 
should not attract the applicability of the 
Probation of Oflenders Act because each 
case ^%ill be regulated by its own circmns- 
tances. I have no doubt, in my mind, that 
the learned Munsin'-Mamstrate will not 
feel hampered by his precious decisions 
and can still apply his mind judldally to 
this question. 

10. The question of .sentence is regulat- 
ed by a number of circumstances and no 
hard and fast rule can be laid down. But 
the spirit of vindictiveness on the part of 
the complainant cannot be permitted to 
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operate as, a lever to effectuate transfers. 
More so, when it is likely to cause incon- 
venience to an accizsed who has already 
been facing so many stages of this htiga- 
pon. I do not think that this is a fit case 
m winch the husband of Mst Gomati can 
be said to have reasonable apprehensions 
at the hands of the Munsiff-Magistrate. 
Buara, _The_ learned Magistrate will now 
apply his mind afresh instead of uniting 
a post-script judgment’ and decide the 
case after hearing the parties. 

11. Since the case has taken such a 
long time, Mr. Ranamal is anxious that a 
date be fixed. I think the request is rea- 
sonable and it must be allowed. The case 
IS fixed for the 16th April, 1968, which is 
a mutually agreed date. Mr. N. U. Khan 
is notified of ^e date and he undertakes 
to inform his client. Accordingly this 
revision application is allowed. 

Revision allowed. 


AIR 1970 RAJASTHAN 131 (V 57 C 31) 
C. B. BHAEGAVA, J. 

Praduman Kumar, Petitioner v. Gir- 
dhari Singh and others. Non-petitioners. 

Civil Revn. No. 554 of 1968, D/- 13-3- 
1969, against order of AddL Civil J., 
Jaipur City, D/- 16-7-1968. 

(A) Civil P. C. (1908), O. 14, R, 2 — i 
Issues of pure law — Decision of case or 
part thereof, possible on determination of 
such issues — Court must decide them 
first — Observations in AIR 1903 Raj 100, 
Dissented from. 

In a case where issues are purely of law 
which do not require any investigation 
into facts and the Court is of opinion that 
the case or any part thereof may be dis- 
posed of on the issues of law only, it is 
incumbent upon the Court to determine 
the issues of law first. If the determination 
of the issues of law is postponed to be 
determined along with the issues of fact 
it will mean unnecessa^ inconvenience 
and expense to the parties and waste of 
time and labour of the Court as vrell. In 
many cases if issues of law such as on a 
point of limitation, res judicata, jurisdic- 
tion or the suit being barred on the face 
of it by any law, arise and the Court hav- 
ing regard to the facts and circumstances 
of the case, is of opmion. that the case 
or any part thereof will be disposed of on 
such issues, the Court has no option hav- 
ing regard to the provirions of O. 14, R. 2, 
but to determine those issues first. If on 
the other hand the Court is of opinion th<st 
the issue of law cannot be determined 
without investigation Into facts or the 
point ol law raised is not dear or that the 
case or any part of it cannot be disposed 
of. the Court may dedine to determine 
the issues of law first Therefore. lliO 
Court should address itself to these vital 
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Twints and then decide whether the Issues 
of law ^ould be decided first or they should 
be decided along with the issues of fact. 
Observations in AIK 1963 Ba] 100, Ks- 
sented from; AIR 1957 Raj 112 & 1951-2 
RLW 119 & AIR 1960 Raj 204, Foil. 

(Para 41 

(B) Civil P. C. (1908). Preamble — Judi- 
cial precedents — Citing of conflicting 
decisions of High Court before Subordi- 
nate Court Subordinate Conrt must 
follow decision of Division Bench in pre- 
ference to that of single Judge. 

V^enever conflicting judgments of the 
High ^urt are produced before Subordi- 
nate Courts it is their duty to follow the 
judgments of the Division Bench in pre- 
ference to the judgment of a Single Judge 
unless the correctness of the former has 
been doubted by the Supreme Court. The 
reason is that even a Single Judge of the 
High Court Is bound to follow the deci- 
sion of the Division Bench and in case he 
feels that the judgment of the IMwsion 
Bench requires reconrtderation, he has to 
refer the matter to a larger Bench. There- 
fore, the subordinate Courts cannot give 
preference to a judgment of Single Judge 
over the decision of a Diwslon BencK 

(Para 6) 

Cases Beferred: Chronological Paras 
(1963) AIR 1963 Raj 100 (V 50) - 
1963 Raj LW 101. Chhinga Ram 
V. Nihal Singh 2. 3. 4. S 

(1960) AIR 1960 Raj 208 (V 47). 

Premier Automobiles Ltd. Bom- 
bay V. Laxmi Motors Co.. Jodhpur 3 

(1057) AIR 1957 Raj 112 (V 44) - 
1957 Raj LW 323. Prithvl Raj y. '• 
Mtnmalal 2, 3, 4 

(1951) 1951-2 Raj LW 119. Gulab- 
chand v. Elshan Lai S 

(1936) AIR 1936 Pat 250 (V 23)«-i 
17 Pat LT 253, Janki Das v, 

Kalu Ram 3 


N. M. KasliwaL lor Petitioner; R, S. 
Pxirohit. for Hon-petmoners, 

ORDER:— This Is a defendant’s ‘revi- 
sion application against an order of the 
Additional Civil Judge, Jaipur City where- 
by he decided to dispose of Issues Nos. 4. 
7, 8 and 10 along with other issues framed 
in the case after the evidence had been 
recorded. 

2. It appears that plaintiff Glrdhari- 
singh instituted the present smt on 29th 
August, 1967, for spedflc performance of 
contract of sale of a house, in the alterna- 
tive, damages to the extent of Rs. 2500 and 
for cancellation of the sale deed executed 
in favom of non-petitioner No. 2 on the 
basis of an agreement of sale entered into 
between him and the petitioner on 5-10- 
1963. The petitioner denied the plaint 
allegations as also the agreement eet tip 
by the plaintiff. The learned Additional 
Civil Judge framed deven issues In the 
suit and ordered that arguments will be 
heard on issues Nos. 4. 5, 7, 8 and 10 which 


in his opinion were preliminary Issues. 
However, on the date on which argu- 
ments were to be heard, the learned Judge 
changed his opinion because the decidon 
of this Court in Chhinga Ram v. Nihal 
Singh, 1963 Raj LW 101 *= (AIR 1963 Raj 
SOO) was brought to his notice. On behalf 
of the petitioner another decision of this 
Court in Prithvi Raj v. Munnalal. AIR 
1957 Raj 112, was shown to the learned 
Judge, but he preferred to follow the ded- 
aon relied upon by the plaintiff for the 
reason that it was a later deddon. Ac- 
cordingly, he passed the order against 
which the present revision application has 
been preferred. 


3. It is contended on behalf of the 
petitioner that once the learned Additional 
Civil Judge had dedded to determine the 
aforesaid Issues as pr eliminar y issues, he 
ought not to have reconsidered his pre- 
vious order. It is also contended that the 
learned Additional Civil Judge ought to 
have followed the Division Bench decision 
in preference to the decision of a Single 
Judge even though it happened to be later 
in time. Learned counsel has invited mv 
attention to 0. 14. R. 2 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure which according to the learned 
counsel la of mandatory nature and lays 
down that in a case where the Court Is of 
opinion that the case or any part thereof 
may be disposed of on the issues of law 
only, it will postpone the settlement of 
Issues of fact until after the issues of law 
have been determined. R^nce is placed 
on AIR 1957 Raj 112. Gulabchand v. 
Kishanlal, (1951) 2 Raj LW 119 and Pre- 
mier Automobiles Ltd. Bombay v. Laxml 
Motors Co.. Jodhpur, AIR 1960 Raj 208. 
The learned Additional Civil Judge has re- 
lied upon Chhinga Ram’s ease, 1963 Ral 
LW 101 « (AIR 1963 Raj 100) In which 
following observations were made by the 
learned Judge: 


^This Court has pointed out on 
numerous occasions that, in appealable 
cases, the trial Court and the Court of 
first appeal must dedde the case on all 
the issues, and that prindple must, as a 
rule, be followed even though some of the 
issues arising in the case may be of law 
and may go to the very root of it. the 
reason being that there is always a pos- 
dbUlty of the decision of the Coiats below 
on the Preliminary issues being reversed 
when the matter comes up to this Court, 
and then the appeal before It cannot be 
finally disposed of and the case has to be 
remanded because some isme or Issues re- 
lating to fact have not been tried and 
dedded by the Courts below. This short 
circuiting of procedure, more often 
not. leads to considerable delay which Is 
entirely avoidable and subjects the parties 
to unnecessary expense and harassment 
and is strongly to be deprecated.” 

These observations were made in a case 
which was instituted by the plaintiff for 
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recovery of money on the oa^ of an 
agreement which according to 1he_ aefen- 
dant was a mortgage deed and being 
registered was inadmissible m evidenc^ 

The trial Court amongst others framed 
the foUovang two issues: 

1. Whether Ex, H was admisable In evi- 
dence. 

2 Was the plaintiffs suit not maint^- 
able on the foo^g of Ex. 1 and not sup- 
ported by consideration, _ __q 1 I 

and determined these issues as preli- 
^aS^ issues. The t^ Court as w^ 

S^e first appellate Court came to the 
^ndusion that Ex. 1 was inadmissible m 
e“dmce and that it did not oont^ any 
personal covenant to pay and 
sed the plaintifi’s smt without deatog 
the other issue relating to 
because the defendant had raised the 
that he had not received consideration for 
the document Ein 1. In con- 

Sn “a 

ond held that the document was a simple 
sonal covai^t to pay. ^ had not 

Fd??ES^^e%SS«ra^n1 

lA t these oircum^ce|^thaMhe^abov^ 

obs^ations wre m^ to^hich reference 

decisions of this Coim o counsel for 
has been made by the mamea 

decisions given m those cases. 


In Prithvi Rof. Jf Ordir 14. 

SSl'ATSaf OMSfusaca ote^vad 

applied. Jhe co^ ^ 

issue must be an issue 

IS hoSo5 S‘°b” ‘S 

our opinion moan that J ® result 

such a nature .hat V.Tint O. 14. 

in tiie ‘disposal, of the ou-fo 
■R o Tcnuires, m our cipiniou.^ , c. 
Court should 10.0;^°^^*^ p^a fade' the 
if it is oI oP'nion that 

dccuaon ^dl go on®^ -would come 

I.SSUC as a preliminary Issue, 
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In Gulabchand’s case, 1951-2 Raj LW 119 
it was held that: 

"The use of the word 'shall’ In the 
above Rule shows that it is obligatory for 
the court to try the issues of law first if 
it is of oninion that the case or any part 
thereof may be disposed of on those Issues 
only. It is, therefore, necessary for the 
trial Court to determine whether a case 
or part thereof can be disposed ot only, 
on the issue of law and unless it thin^ 
that it cannot be so disposed of, it should 
not refuse to adopt this procedure simply, 
to avoid piecemeal dedsion. This view 
finds support in AIR 1936 Pat 250. This 
Rule has been provided by law in cirder 
that the party at whose instance the issue 
of law is framed may not be put to im- 
necessary harassment and be cornpelled 
to produce evidence and wait till the 
comnletion of the whole trial, only to 
find later on that it was all unnecessary. 

4 The observations made by the 
leaded Judge in Chhinga Ram’s _ case, 
1963 Raj LW 101= (AIR 1963 Ra] 100) 
should, in my opinion, he read m the 
context of that case. But if the learned 
Judge meant to lay dmvn the above 
Quoted prindple for general application 
then I may say with the greatest respect, 
that the observations are too wi^ ana 
are directly in conflict with the Diwsion 
B^S de^ion of this Court In Pnthw 
rSs case. AIR 1957 Raj 112 and would 
have the effect of rendermg the provi- 
sions of Order 14, R. 2 absolutely nuga- 
tory. The language of Order 14, R. 2 Is 
quite clear and in a case where Issues, 
are purely of law which do not requirej 
anv investigation into facts and the Court 
is of opinion that the case or imy part 
thereof may be disposed of on the Issu^, 
of law only. it. is inemnbent upon the, 
court to determme the issues of law fir^ 
If this course is not adopted by the courts 
and the determination of the i^ues of 
law is postponed to be determmed along, 
■v\ith the issues of fact it will mean un- 
necessary inconvenience and expense to. 
the parties and waste of time and labourj 
of the court as welL In many ^fcs if 
issues of lavr such as on a point of uinita- 
fiom res judicata, jurisdicfaon or Ine suit 
bein'’ barred on the face Oo. it b> sny 

5 and the court hawng regard to the 
facts and circumstances of the case, is of 
opiSon, that the case or any part theiMf 
wdU be disposed of on such issues, the 
court has no option hawng regard to the 
nro^sions of Order 14. R. 2. but to deter- 
mine those issues^ first. If on the omer 
hand the court is of opinion _ that ihc 

of lavr cannot be determined with- 
^““investigation into facts or the point 
of law raised is not dear or th.f. too o-i.- 
S any part of it cannot bo dinwrod m.. 
Jho court mav decline to determine ttjc 
oV lm.v' first- Tlicroforc-. . the court 
kodd address itocH to fiicse vital points 
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fnd then decide whether the Issua of 
Jaw should be decided first or they should 
be decided along with the Issues of fact. 

5. In the present case the learned 
'Additional Civil Judge did not applv hia 
mind to the above questions whether the 
aforesaid issues were issues purely of 
law and whether the whole or any part 
of the case could be disposed of on the 
determination of those issues. He 'imply 
dedd^ the matter on the bads of the 
deciaon in Chhinga Ram’s case, 1963 Bal 
LW 101 “(AIR 1963 Raj 100). 

6. It may however, be pointed out for 
the guidance of the subordinate courts 
that whenever conflicting judgments of 
this Court are produced before them. It 
is their duty to follow the judgments of 
the Division Bench in preference to the 
judgment of a angle Judge unless (he 
correctness of the former has been doubt- 
ed by the Suoreme Court The reason fs 
that even a Single Judge of this Court Is 
bound to follow the decision of the Divi- 
sion Bench and in case he feels that the 
Judgment of the Divisicm Bench requires 
reconaderation, he has to refer the mat- 
ter to a larger Bench. Therefore tho 
subordinate courts cannot give preference 
to a judgment of Single Judge over the 
decision of a ^vision Bench. The learned 
Additional Civil Judge in this case was 
quite in error when be preferred to follow 
the Judgment of the Single Judge and 
disregarded the decision of the Division 
Bench of this Court merely on the ground 
that it was a later dedslou. 

7. Ri this view of the matter thft 
order passed by the learned Additional 
Civil Judge cannot be said to be correct. 
But the question Is whether any Inter- 
ference Is called for in the drcumstances 
of the case. Having beard learned coun- 
sel for parties. 1 am of the view that 
in the facts and circumstances of the 
case, no interierence is called for. 

8. The revision appllcatiotx Is accord- 
ingly reject^ But in the drcumstanoes 
of the case I make no order as to costs. 

Bevidoa dismlsed. 
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Umrao Sin^ Dhabaiiya, Petitioner v. 
Tashwant Singh Nahar ana others, Bespoo- 
dents. 

Election Petn. No. 15 of 1S67, D/-25-i- 
1969. 

(A) avR P. a {190S), O. 14, B. 5 — . 
Additional issues on material Inonght ont 
during evidence. 

Party cannot rely upon the mateiiab 
bioueht during evidence for feaming addi- 
tiotuu issues. Issues are framed on the 
KM/CN/F440/69/RGD/A 


controversies envisaged in the pleadings and 
on the materials available at the time of 
framing of the issues. New materials sub- 
sequaiUy brou^t on record except when 
they may be in the nature of more elucida- 
tion of a controversy already implicit in 
tile pleadings do not Justify me fiamiag of 
additional issues. (Para 11} 

(B) High Court Roles and Orders — • 
Rajastban High Court Buies, R. 59 — ^Refe^ 
cnee of case to larger Bench after detenar- 
natioQ of some issues by Single Judge — 
Word ‘case’ to mean whole case. 

Rule 59 of the High Court Rules for 
Rajasthan contemplates a reference to a 
larger Bench to decide a case or any ques- 
tion or questions of law formulated by a 
Bench. The word ‘case* may be usra in 
a narrow sense to imply the whole case or 
In a wider sense to connote a part of the 
case or to any state of facts rrouiring juri- 
dical determmatioo. If the wiaer view is 
adorned, the decision on issue by the sin^e 
Judge before the reference to a lareer Bench 
remains a case finally decided and requires 
no reopening and the larger Bench need 
only decide the controversy remaining alive 
at the time of the reference. If, on tlw 
rther hand, a nanoiver view Is adopted* 
then evidently the Bench has to apply its 
mind to all the controversies, arising in the 
case Including those earlier dedd^ 

(Para 19) 


T he Court felt inclined to adopt the sai^ 
row view of the word ’case’ in the Rule and 


to hold that the larger Bench sho^d decide 
the case as a whole including the contro- 
veisy already decided hy the aingle Judga 
(Para 19) 

(C) Constitatioo of India, Arts, 102(1) (a), 
161 Jl) (a) ~ Prainnkh of Zflia Farishad 
drawing btmorarium under Rajasthan Pan- 
drayat Samids Zila Parishad Act does cot 
hold office of profit under State— -tPanchayats 
— Rajasthan Panchayat SamiHs pnd THa 
^shads Act (37 of 1959h Sec. 45) — 


{W(»ds and^ Phwes^ -- “O^ce of proBt"). 

"i ofZillaPari- 


nwbosvas thePrsmukh 
.. _jder the Rajasthan Panchayat Samids 
ondZilia Parishads Ax^C, 1959, at the time be 
Hed his nomination paper and also at the 
^te of Ibe dectioa and was also drawing an 
bonoranum of Rs. 300 per mensem in addi- 
tion to tzavelling allowance, was not hold- 
tog office of profit under the State und» 


not disqualified from being a member of 
the Le0slative Assembly under Art. 191 (1) 
(a). AIR 1958 SC 52 and AIR 1964 SC 
23.1. Applied; AIR 1968 Raj 249 and AIR 
1968 Punj and Har 450 (FB) and AIR 3988 
Bom 370. ReL on- (Para 25) 

A few important features relating to the 
Parishad and the Zila Pramuldi under 
the Act indicated. (Para 25) 

Per Kan Singh J.: When the i 


vested in the Zila Parishad, they cease to 
» part of the consolidated fund of the 


Sterta after the grant and, thmefor^ it can- 
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not be predicated that the Pramulch is pai<i 
either out of Government funds or the Gov- 
ernment exercises any control over a Pra- 
mukh personally. (Para 172) 

(D) Representation of the People Act 

(1931), S- 83 — Election petition — Peti- 
tioner cannot put forward a case during 
argument, which he did not take in his peti- 
tion — It is not proper to take respondent 
by surprise — (Civil P. C. (1908), O. 6, 
R. 2). (Para 81) 

(E) Representation of tiie People Act 
(1951), S. 123 — Corrupt practice invobing 
bribery — Action of Minister on eve of 
election. 

Per Kan Sing^ J.; The law remiires that 
a corrupt practice involving bribery must 
be fully established. The evidence must show 
clearly that the promise or gift directly or 
indirectly was made to an elector to vote 
or refrain from voting at an elecb'on. 

The posirion of a Minister is diflBcuIt. It 
is obvious that he cannot cease to function 
when his election is due. He must of 
necessity attend to the grievances, other- 
wise he must fail. He must improve the 
image of his administration before the pub- 
lic. If every one of his official acts done 
bona fide is to be construed against h im 
and an ulterior motive is spelt out of them, 
the administration must necessarily come 
to a standstill. 

Election is something which must be 
conducted fairly. To arrange to spend 
money on the eve of elections in different 
constituencies, although for general public 
good, is when all is said and done an evil 
practice, even if it may not be corrupt 
practice. The dividing line between aneWl 
practice and a corrupt practice is a very 
min one. AIR 1968 SC 1191 and AIR 
1968 SC 1083, Rel. on. (Para 173) 

Casso Referred: Clironologfcal Paras 

(1968) AIR 1968 SC 1083 (V 55) = 

(1968) 3 SCR 111, Mrs. Cm Prabha 
Jain v. Abnash Chand 1?3 

(1968) AIR 1968 SC 1191 (V 55) = 

(1968) 3 SCR 102, Ghasi Ram v. , 

Dal Singh 81, 173 

(1968) AIR 1968 Bom S70 (V 55) = 

ILR (1968) Bom 1212, Motisingh 
V. Bhaiy)'a!al 

(1968) AIR 1968 Pun) and Har 450 
fV 55) = ILR (1967) 2 Punj 832 
(FB), Umrao Singh v. Darbara 

(196SrATR 1968 Raj 249 (V 55) = 

ILR (1967) 17 Raj 995, Ramlal 
v. Visnveshwar Nath 23, 24, 170, 172 
(1964) AIR 196-1 SC 254 (I' 51) = 

(1904) 4 SCR 311, Guni-Gobinda 
B.isu v. Sankari Prasad Gbosal 

22, 170 

(1958) AIR 1958 SC 52 (\' 45) = 
lOoS SCR 387, Abdul Shalmr v. 

Rikhab Cliand 21 

Bajranglal a.nd Vinodi L-al, for Petitioner; 

Mahaveef Chand Bhandari, Rat 

Bbandari and P. K, BhansaU (for No. 1) 


24 
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and Raj Narain, AddL (3ovt. Advocate (fbi; 
No s. 8, 4 and 5), for Respondents. 

CHHANGANI J.: This is an election 
petition imder Sections 80 and 81 of the 
Reprraentation of die People Act, 1951 
(hereinjAer to be referred to as the Act) 
by Shri Umrao Singh Dhabariya, a defeat- 
ed candidate, calling in question the elec- 
tion of Shri Yashwant Singh Nahar res- 
pondent No. 1 to the Rajasthan Legislative 
Assembly from the Banera Constituency 

g 'lo. 144) in the last general elections 
eld in February, 1967^ claiming prayers 
to — 

(i) declare the election of the respondent 
No. 1 to the a Rajasthan Legisla- 
tive Assembly from Banera Consti- 
tuency (No. 144) void, and 
'(ii) further to declare the petitioner duly 
elected from the aforesaid Banera 
constituency (No. 144) to the 
Rajasthan Legislative Assembly. 

There were three contesting candidates in 
the Banera constituency: 

(i) The petitioner Shri Umrao Singh 
Dhabariya who was a sitting mem- 
ber of the Rajasthan Legislative 
Assembly contested the election as 
a Socialist Party candidate. 

(iiQ The respondent No. 1 Shri Yashwant 
Singh Nahar who was the Ziih. 
Pramukh of the Bhilwara Zila 
Parishad •nms the candidate of the 
Congress party which was the ruling 
party in power headed by Shri 
Mohan Lai Sukhadia the Chief 
Minister. 

(iii) The respondent No. 2 Shri Dwarka 
Prasad contested as a Praja Soda- 
h'st Party candidate. 

The first and the last date for Sling 
nomination papers were 15th Januarj' and 
18th January, 1967, respectively. Polling 
took place on 18th February, 1987. 
According to ballot paper account, 33,520 
ballot papers were issued to the voters and 
44 ballot papers were received by post 
Thus, 33564 ballots were polled. Counting 
was done on 22nd February, 1967. Tlio 
total votes found and counted came to 
32555 including tlio 44 ballot papers 
received by post. Die rest of the ballot 
papers were found missing. Die respon- 
dent Shri Yashwant Singh N.ahar polled 
16,287 votes, the petitioner Shri Umrao 
Singh Dhabariya 12399 and Shri D%\a.rka 
Prasad 2,386 votes. l,4^83 ballot paners 
were rejected as invalid. Die respondent 
No. 1 having .secured the m.axirnum of 
votes was declared elected on 22-21907. 

2. On 7-4-67 the lost date of iimifation 
the petitioner fi!«i an election petition 
challenging the election on various groundsi- 
ll) In the first instance, it svas stated 
tfiat the respondent No. 1 was, on the 
date of election as well as nomination, dis- 
qualified to he chosen a member of the 
Legislative Assembly under .Article '!'<! (1) 
)“cf the Constitution of India ,t; he held 
o office of the Pramukh of 21ila Parishad, 
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the presentation of the petition. It yras 
further stated that as a Tramukh the res^ 
pendent No. 1 had bera drawing a month* 
ly honorariuin In addition to the travel* 
ling and d^y allowances payable to him. 

(2) The petitioner also averted that the 
respondent and his agents and wo^era 
with his consent and knowledge committed 
the corrupt practices of bribery and undue 
Influence and of obtaining or proctmng the 
assistance of certain categories of persons 
in the service of the Govemxaent 

(3) Reliance was also placed on the dis- 

crroancy relatins to the ballot papers 
polled and the b^ot papers counted and 
it was contended that the ballot papers 
were .tampered with and the sanctify of 
the ballot boxes having been lost the afore- 
said election cannot be maintained. The 
petitioner impleaded the other two contest- 
ing candidates as also ^iri Shri Naiaia Das 
Mehta who was Collector and District 
Ma^trate, Bhilwara, during the election 
pOTod, toe Sub Divisional Maostrate^ 
Culabpura — Retunming OfEcer for 144 
Banera Assembly Constituency and Shii 
Shiv Naraia Tiw^ Vikas Adhikail, Banera 
District Bhilwara, as there were allegations 
that the respondent No. 1 procured their 
assistance for the fuitoeiance of the pros- 
pects of his election. ’ 

3. Ihe election petition and the sdbe- 
dules were verifled in a general manner on 
the basis of personal tmowledge and in- 
fonnation received and reasonably believed 
to be correct. The petitioner also filed an 
affidavit as reqfuiied by the proviso to 
Section 83 (1) of the Act but in the affi- 
davit it was not mentioned what allega- 
tions were being verified on persmial 
knowledge and what allegations were based 
on information received and believed to 
be correct 

4 When the case came up before a 
learned Sin^e Judge of this Court on 
5-^1967 Shri Kistoor Mai Sioghvi appear- 
ed for the respondent No, 1 and took time 
for filing written statement The other 
respondents did not appear and It was 
directed that the case would proceed ex 
parte against them. Subsequently, how- 
ever. on 29-5-1987* Shri Raj Nar^ appear- 
ed for the respondents Nos. 3, 4 and 5 
and wanted time for filing written state- 
ments on behalf of the respondents Nos. ^ 
4 and 5. He was permitted to Jmn ana 
toe case was fixed for too written state- 
ment on 19-6-1967. The respondent No. 1 
Bled his written statement on O-S-IOGT. 
The respondents Nos. 4 and 5 submitted 
their wntten statements on 19-6-1967, 
The r^pondent No. 3 filed his written stat^ 
ment OTi 21-9-1967, 

5. The respondent No. 1 in the written 
statement as also by means of separate ap- 
plications submitted objections relating to 
the non-compliance of Section 81 (1) and 
complaining of of full and snfficiaitf 


jiarticulars of the comipt practices. Objeo 
tion was also taken on the ground of the 
defective nature of the affidavit. The ob- 
jections relating to these were considered 
on 27-7-1967 mid having regard to the 
o^er of the Court passed on that data 
the petitioner filed an amended elect&m 
petition with amended schedules on 10-9- 
1907. He petitions and the schedules were 
a^in verifira in the same manner as the 
original petitions and the original schfr 
dulu. A fresh affidavit was fifed In sup- 
port of the allegations of commt practices 
la the amended petition and the amended 
schedule. In para 2 of the affidavit it was 
stated: ‘That the statements made in para- 
graph 4(Bh (D). (F), (G), (H). 0) and (L) 
of the said petition about the commission 
of comipt p^ctices of bribery, undue in- 
fluence, obtaining and procuring assistance 
from the persons in service of Government 
and hiring of vehicles and the particulars 

W..W. w. 

U) ana (L) of toe said petition ana in para- 
graphs 1, 2, S and 4 of the Schedule I 
and paiampbs 1, 2(i), (ii), (iii) and (iv) 
of toe Schedule IV annexe thereto are 
true to my information received from my 
workers'*. The petitioner was directed to 
di^lose the names of the workers irom 
whom he received the above iafonnation. 
In compli^ce with this direction the peti- 
tioner filed an affidavit whidi was sworn 
on 2*1^1967. in which he gave names of 
his workers from whom he reeved infor- 
mation with regard to the contents of fha 
various paragraphs. 

6. The reroondents filed amended re- 

S lies to the e/ection petition. They denied 
le various aliecations made against Ihem. 
7, On the pfedings of the parties tiie 
zoUowi^ issues were framed:^ 

1. "Wbether reroondent No. 1 being Pra* 
znuldz of toe Z/la Parishad, Bhilwara, at 
toe time of election held the office of pro- 
fit under the State and was consequently, 
disqualified to be elected as a Mernber ot 
toe Legislative Assembly under Article 191 
(IJ (a) of the ConstitutjoD? 

2. mether on 17-2-1987 at 11 p.m. the 
respondent No, 1 offered to Rama and 
Nagzi, Panchas of Raigar Community 50 
paise each for 500 voters of the R^ear com- 
munity and paid the amount to toem on 
the same date in the Election Office at 
Banera in order to induce 300 voters of 
the Raigar community to vote for him and 
thus committed a comipt practice of bri- 
bery as defined in Section 123(1) of the 
Kepiesentation of the People Act? 

8. ^Vhether Shri Utsav TjI TjfTrTbnj a 
worker of the respondent No. 1, with the 
consent and fcnowedge of the respondent 
No. 1, offCTed and paid Rs. 2,000 on 17-2- 
1967 in village Raila to Sarva Shri Naihu 
son of Naralnji, Bhairon son of Kajoijl, 
Chunna son of Lalooji, Panchas of Khateek 
community ^of village Raila, for digging a 
well for drinking water in the locality of 
Raila inhabited py the .Ehateek^ in order 
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to induce Elateelc voters to vote for res- 
pondent No. 1 and thus conunitted the 
offence of bribery as defined in Section 123 
]1) of tbe Act? 

4. Whether Earn Eaiji Knbra of Gulab- 
pura, a worker of respondent No. 1, with 
the consent and knowledge of the respon- 
dent No. 1, paid Rs. 10 each to nearly 
150 Muslim voters, of village Sujnabad, 
Tehsil Hurda in &e ni^t of 17-2-1967 at 
Ram Raiji Kabra’s shop to induce the 
voters to vote for the respondent No. 1 
and thus committed the offence of corrupt 
practice of bribery? 

5. Whether the respondent No. 1 paid 
Rs. 200 to Shri Ladoo Singh of village 
Bhatera, Tahsil Banera, in the fom-th week 
of Tanuaty, 1987, -svith the object that Shri 
Ladoo Sin^ may induce the voters of vil- 
lage Bhatera to refrain from voting in the 
election. If so, did the respondent No. 1 
commit the corrupt practice of briber}'? 

6. Whether the relief works as referred 
to in the orders of the Collector, Bhilwara, 
dated 7-1-1967, 30-1-1967 and 5/7-2-1967 
were actually sanctioned by the respondent 
No. .1 in an irregular manner in order to 
brighten his projects for the aforesaid 
election and to induce the voters to vote 
for him and if so, did he commit the offence 
of undue influence as defined in Section 123 
(2) of the Act? 

7. Whether the respondent No. 1 speci- 
ally attended the meeting of the Panchayat 
Samiti, Banera, dated 16-1-1967, wherein 
certain reh'ef and development works as 
mentioned in Annexure No. 4 were sanc- 
tioned, and subsequently toured tbe villages 
mentioned in Anne.sure No. 4 and propa- 
gated that the voters of the village in 
which the relief works were sanctioned, 
should vote for him as he got those works 
sanctioned. If so, did he commit the cor- 
rupt practice of undue influence? 

8. Whether the respondent No. 1, hfa 
workers and agents, with the consent^ aim 
knowledge of respondent No. 1 obtained, 
procured and abetted the assisfemce of Gov- 
ernment servants Sarva Shn Naraindas 
Mehta (Collector and District Magistrate 
Bhilwara), Shiv Narain Tiwari (Vikas Adhi- 
kari, Panchayat Samiti, Banera), Kom.'U 
Cfaand (Accountant, Panchayat Samih. 
Banera) and Shri Moti Shanker (0\xrseer) 
for furtherance of tlio prospects _ of the res- 
pondent No. 1 in the said elections. If ^ 
did he commit corrupt pracKco as defined 
in section 123 (7) of the Act? 

9. IMielhcr ari Mohan Lai SukhadLa 
the Agent of the respondent No. 1 and 
whether he, as his agent vath his _ consent 
nud kiiowlOTge, comrniUcd tlie vanous acts 
referred to in nara 4 (f) and exercised undue 
influence over' the -roters to cnliancc tho 
prospects of tlic respondent No- 1? 

20. Mliothcr the respondent No. 1 oftOT- 
cd a contribution of Its. 100/- to m'.ishm 
wters including Jamaiji R/o Ahmadj*., 
Qadari s/o Ibrahim ji, IJassanjt s/o Balum' 


bmqi, Silawats Hassan Ehan Pathan and 
Haiderji Eayamkhani, residents of villago 
BMeia, and if so, did he commit an offenca 
of corrupt practice of bribery? 

11. Whether the ballot boxes of the 
Banera constituency were tampered with as 
per allegations in para 4 (k). If so, what 
ydll be its effect? 

12. IVhether the re^ondent No. I 
throu^ Shri Mobanlal Svkbadia, Chief 
Minister of the State, utilised the entire 
State machinery including flie State Officers 
employed in connection with election duties 
to Drighten the prospects of respondent 
No. 1 and if so, what will be its effect on 
tbe election?” 

The petitioner examined himself and pro- 
duced 20 more witnesses. He also got pro- 
duced and exhibited 106 documents. The 
respondent No. 1 examined himself and pro- 
duced 17 witnesses more and got exhibited 
32 documents. The respondent Nos. 3 and 
5 examined themselves and produced some 
witnesses. It may be mentioned that the 
respondents No. 3 to 5 and some of the 
witnesses of the respondents nos. 3 to 5 
had been also included in the list of tho 
witnesses of the respondent No. 1. 

8. After the close of the evidence and 
during the course of arguments, the peti- 
tioner submitted a few apph’cations wmeh 
may be noticed. On 17^-1968 he sub- 
mitted an application for framing additional 
issues regarding allegations in paras 4 (o), 
4 (f), 4 (h) and 4(i) of the election peti- 
tion. The respondent No. 1 submitted 
writt^ replv opposing tho application. The 
petitioner then submitted a supplementary 
apph'cation on 6-5-1963 in which ho sug- 
gested draft issues. On 19-4-1968 the peti- 
tioner submitted an apph'cation for appoint- 
ment of a Commissioner to inquire and 
report into tho matter of stono slabs Ijing 
in the Raigar Community Temple or 
Banera, Ho further produced an mfidasit 
on 6-5-1987 xvith three photos in support 
of his apph'cation. On 24-7-196S the peti- 
tioner submitted ^plication for re-call of 
certain witnesses for further cross examina- 
tion -Kith the help of photographs. 

9. Till so far, the case was being tried 
by me. On 2S-S-195S I did not feel in- 
clined to dodde the case silting in a single 
Bench, The case w.as put up before ilio 
HonTlo the Acting Chief Justico who on 
6-9-6S directed tliiit tlio cose ho heard in 
future by a Division Bench composed of 
HonTlo Mr. Justico Jngat Narayan and my- 
self. Tho parties agreed before tlic .Acting 
Chief Tusti'ce that the evidence and otiicr 
proceedings so far on record shall remain 
as it is and shall form part of tlis record 
beforo the Division Bench. Tlio case avas 
heard by tho Division Bench so composed 
for some days and crvcntuailv on I2-3-3QG3 
HoaTlo lagat Narav.an J. declined to take 
port in the trial of the election petition. 
Hie case was put up brfo.'o the ifonlds 
the Chief Justice who diracted tlio erase to 
bo heard by a Division Bench coruirting of 
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is how, the case has come up before 
the present Divi^on Bench. 

10. We have heard the arguments of 
the counsel for the parties on the applica* 
tioDs and the merits of the case. I consider 
it proper to t^e up the application relatmg 
to framing of additioiial issues first In th« 
petition the petitioner having stated ia 
para 2 that the issues regarding the afore- 
said paragraphs or parts tberera were not 
framra as there was no material on record 
then to show that the respondent no. 1 
held himself out as a prospective candidate 
at any date prior to the dates relating to 
the subject matters of the contents of the 
aforesaid paragraphs or parts thereof as the 
case may be, “submitted that" from the 
statements or the petitioner Shri Umrao 
Singh Dhabanya (AW/1) and other wit- 
nesses the date rf the respondent No. 1 
holding himself out as prospective cantfi- 
date for the election dis^te can be fired 
in the month of Septeml^ or in any case 
earlier than the dates of the subnect matter 
of the aforesaid para^phs and consequ- 
ent]/, the issues sboiild m framed. Subse- 
quently he fil^ a supplementary applica- 
tim suggesting the Issues to be cramed. 

11. We have considered the application 
of the petitioner and the replies on behalf 
of the respondents. I may at once observe 
that it Is hardly open to the petitioner to 
rely upon the materials brought durvog 
evidence for framing additional issues. 
Issues are framed on the controversies et»- 
vlsaged in tire pleadings and on the mat^ 
rials available at the time of framing of 
the issues. New materials subsequently 
brought on record except when they may 
be in the nature of mere elucidation of a 
contiove^ already implicit in the pleadings 
do not fusti^ the fiaming of additioc^ 
issues. In the petition the petitioner has 
not come forward with a case of the subse- 

3 uent materials having any (sic) elucidated 
le already existing controversy and conse- 
quently, the petitura merits no ccmsidera- 
tion and deserves summary rqection. Even 
so. having regard to the emphatic argu- 
ments I propose to examine the q<jestions 
as to the nera of framing issues in a greater 
detail 

12-15 (His Lordship after examining the 
questions held that there was no -new to 
frame an additional issue arxi rejected the 
application for the framing of additional 
issue. His Lordship then proceededL) 

16. I consider that the other two aiqilt- 
cations need not be considered separately 
as application relating to appointmeol « 
Commissioner is related to issue No. 2 and 
the application relating to re-call of certain 
witnesses is connect^ with issue No. 8. 
These applications shall be considered 
while discussing the related issues. 

17. We now proceed to record our find- 
ings on the various issues fiamed in the 
case. 


18. The ^tioner's case relating to ^ 
issue fs contained in paia 4 (a) whiai 
reads as follows: — 

'The respoiadent No. 1 was on the 
of his election as well as nomination 
qualified to be chosen _ a hfember oj^ ^ 


sh^d, Bhflwara, since early 1965 ^ the 
date of the presentation of this petition. As 
a Pramulkh, the respondent No. 1 has h^m 
drawing a monthly honorarium of Bs. Sw 
in Edition to the travelling and daily al* 
lowance as payable to him as such Eta* 
nnjch." 

The respondent No. I’s reply is as fol- 
lows: 

“That to respect of what is urged to paza 
4 fa) it it not denied that the answering 
rejpoadent was holding the office of a Zila 
Pramukh BhJwaia 1^ the office of Zila 
Ptomukh is an elected office. The electiim 
is held Iw an electoral college consisting of 
the mmneis of Parliamentay Legislative 
^embly of the district and member of 
Panchayat Sarrdtis including the elected s:^ 
Paochw of the s-arious Panchaj'ats sifualed 
m the entire area of the district Bhilwaa 
These Surpanchas and members are electm 
on adult trancbise of the electors in the 
each Panchayat circle of all the villages 
situated wilhin the District Thus office or 
Zila Pramxikh is neither appointed nor Is 
removable by the Government of the State 
^ fUiasthan and allowance which is pay- 
able to the holder of the office Is paid 
of consolidated fund of the Zila Parishad 
itself which is a body corporate possessing 
a perpetual existence and can sue and 
bo sued to its own capacity and this is 
the juristic entity. 

‘Consequently the respondent No. T does 
not hold any office of profit as enjoined 
arid required by the Article 191 of the coa- 
stituRou of India and is not disqualified to 
b»> chosen for the said office. The plea ad- 
vanced is futile and deserves to be reject- 
ed” 

Arguments on issue No. 1 were heard by 
me on 24- JO-67 and issue No. 1 was decide 
against the petitioner. 

19. A controversy was raised after the 
raference of the case to the Division Bench 
toat the ailments on issue No. 1 should 
^ heard afresh by the Bench and a fresh 
decision should be recorded. The 
I^ltoner’s counsel contend^ that the elec- 
tion Mtition stands referred to the Bendi 
disposal and that it has to be disposed 
of by the judgment of the Bench. Judg- 
ment. accoramz to him, should inclnde 
decisions of all issues and that it will not 
p proper that the judgment in part should 
be by tbs Bench and ia part fy the Sinide 
Judge. It was also subnutted that Rule 59 
merely contemplates the constitution of a 
larger Bench inter alia to di=^dg a 
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ordinarily triable by a smaller Bench 
and does not envisage transfer of a case to 
fte large Bench to be taken up from a parti- 
cular stage and therefore, there can be no 
question of a decision on an issue remain- 
ing final and conclusive before the large 
Bench. The respondent No. Ts answer is 
that the case has been referred to the Divi- 
sion Bench for being heard from the stage 
at which it was and that the decisions 
taken before the reference do not stand af- 
fected. He submitted that the decisions ^ 

taken at one stage must remain conclusive and inter ah'a 
and binding at an stages. Rule 59 of the points: — 

High Court Rules for Rajasthan contem- (1) Zila Parishads have been 
plates a reference to a larger Bench to de- 
cide a case or any question or questions of 
law formulated by a Benclu The word 
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House by means of tmdue proportion of office 
and holders being members of the House. 
Having regard to this object it was con- 
tends that the provisions relating to dis- 
quahficafa'on should be liberally interpret- 

ed so as to achieve the object of Legisla- 
ture. He then read before me various 
provisions of the Rajasthan Panchayat 

Samitis and Zila Parishads Act relating to 
the constituKon of the Zila Parishad; the 
election of the Zila Pramukh and the provi- 
sion relating^ to the control of the Gov'emment 
made out the foIJoumg 


y 

‘case’ may be used in a narrow sense to im- 
|ply the whole case (the election dispute 
case) or in a wider sense to connote a part 
of the case or to any state of facts requir- 
ing juridical determination. If the wider 
view is adopted, the decision on issue No. 1 
remains a case finally decided and requires 
no re-opening and the Bench need only 
decide the controversy remaining alive 
at the time of me reference. If, 
on the other hand, a narrower view is 
adopted, then evidently the Bench has to 
apply its mind to all me controversies, aris- 
|ing in the case including those earlier de- 
dded. I have felt inclined to adopt the 
narrow view of the word “case” in the 
I'Rule and to hold that this Bench should 
decide the case as a whole including the 
controversy already decided by me_; even 
if there be any doubt as to the right of 
the petitioner to claim a fresh hearing and 
a decision on the issue No. 1 on a propCT 
view of the word “case". I think, there is 
still nothing to prevent this Bench con- 
cerned with the disposal^ of the whole 
case to reconsider and decide afiresh issue 
No, 1. 

20. Proceeding to consider issue No. 1 
on merits, I may at once observe that the 
petitioner was Pramukh at the tune of the 
fifing of the nominab'on paper as also at 
the date of die election. It fr also not in 
controversy' that he was drawing a honora- 
rium of fo. 300 per month in addition to 
travelling and daily allowances. Clearly, he 
■was (not?) holding office of profit under the 
Rajasthan State. In relation to this con- 
troversy', the arguments of the petitioner's 
counsm may bo summarised. 

In tlio first instance, ho emphasised die 
^ principle imderlving disqualification and 
y contended that the object of introducing 
disqu-ilification is to prevent conflict be- 
tween the duties of the mpmbcr of the 
Legislature ns such and private iTitcrc'ts. 
He pointed out that inaebtedness of a 
member to Government is incompatible 
■with his independence as a representative 
of the people, and that die Lcgislituro 
felt the need to limit die control or infiu- 
cncoof the executive Govcromcat over the 


. . - — constitut- 

ed to exercise functions of the Govern- 
ment which in their absence would have 
been exercised by' the Government 

(2) That altliough the Zila Pramukh is 
elected by an electoral college imder Sec- 
tion 45 of the Rajasthan Panchayat Samid 
and Zila Parishads Act 1959, the Govern- 
ment under certain circumstance may have 
some hand in the constitution of the elec- 
toral college. It was pointed out 

(i) that imder some circumstances ■under 
which Government role may have some 
significance there is a probanility of some 
persons other than Praolian, namely, Up- 
Pradhan or any other person to be elect^ 
by the Panchayat Sarm’d to bo the member 
or the electoral college. 

(ii) Similarly’, in some cases some of 
the members of the electoral college, name- 
ly, the co-opted members may he nominat- 
M by the Government. 

(3) That the Government have consider- 
able financial control over the funds of the 
2jla Parishad. 

(4) That the Government have power to 
recruit and lay down condidons of sen’ico 
of the staff of the Zila Parishad and other 
Panchayat insdtudons. 

(5) That the Zila Parishad has no inde- 
penaent source of income which is derived 
from grants of the Government and dona- 
dons and contribudons from the Panchayat 
Samids or from the public. 

(6) That the Zila Pramukh is paid 
honorarium out of the fimds of tlie Zila 
Parishad which are derived from grants of 
tlio Government and thus ho is paid out 
of public rci'enue. 

(t) That the Government have the power 
to extend the period of the Zila Parishad 
and tlius of the Zila Pramuldi and in tins 
mxmner the Government can be said to 
have the power of temporarily nominating 
the Zila Pramukh for dio period to be ex- 
tended. 

(8) That the Gov'crnmcnt have power to 
supersede or dissolve the Zila Parishad and 
tlius to bring about an end of the 
tenure of the Zila Pramukh. Tii:? po-.ver is 
similar to tlic power of the Governme:it to 
dismiss or remove a Government servant. 

(9) That Use Government have power to 
exorcise power of nr.ae-w over tiic deci- 
sions of the PancLayat Sarnitis and to is'ut) 
approorialo directions in soruo cases and 
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fiiat die Govennnent have the power to 
arbitrate in some disputes between Pan* 
chayat Samitis, hlunid^ ]^aid3 and Zila 
Panshads- 

On the basis o? these points it has been 
strongly contended that the status of the 
Zila Parishad has been reduced to that of 
a State Dmartment and consequently, die 
Zda Framum should be considered to 
hold office under the State. 

21. As the Supreme CJcrarf and the 
Courts had occasion to consider the 
true scope and the implieatioas of the ei- 
pression ‘under the State* it will be proper 
at the outset to notice these cases. The 
first case to be referred is Abdul ShaVor v. 
Rikhab Chand, AIR 1938 SC 52. In that 
case the Supreme Court pointinff out the 
distinction between tiie ‘holders of office of 
profit tmdsr some other authority subject to 
the control of the Government,’ observed — 
“No doubt the Committee of the Durgah 
Endowment is to be appointed by me 
Government of India but it is a body cor* 
pqrate with perpetual succession acting 
within the four comers of the Act Merely 
because the Coounittee or the members of 
the Committee are removable by the Gov* 
eroment of India or the Committee can 
toake bye*laws prescribing the duties and 
powers of its employees cannot in our 
opinion convert the servants of the com* 
mittee into holders of office oforofit under 
the Covemment o! India. The appellant 
is neither appointed by the Government of 
India nor is removable by the GcvemmeDt 
of India. The power of the Covemment to 
appoint a person to an office of profit or to 
continue . nim in that office or revoke Us 
appointment at their discretion and pay- 
ment from oat of Government revenues aro 
i m portant factors in determining whether 
that person is holding an office of profit 
tmder the Government though payment 
from a source other th^ Gcvenuneot 
revenue is not always dedsivo factor." 

It was fiirther observed, 

"A comparison of the different aitida hf 
the Constitution 58 (2), 66(4h 102 (1) and 
191 (Wa) dealing with memocrship of the 
State Legislatures unlike die case of the 
President and Vice-President of the Unioo 
the disqualification arises on account of 
bolding an office of profit under the Gov- 
ernment of India or the Government of the 
States but not if such oiBcer is under a local 
or any other authority under the 
control of these Govenanents. As we have 
said the power of apjjointment and dismis- 
sal by the Covemment or control exer- 
cised by the Government is an important 
consideration which deterTSines in favour of 
the person holding an office of profit under 
the Government out the fact that ho is not 
paid from out of the State revenue is by 
itself a neutral factor." 

22. In Gum Gobinda Basu v. Sankail 
Prasad Ghosal, AIR 1964 SC 251 tiie 
Sc^rente Court had another occasion to 


consider the true scope and meaning rf 
the expression "under the Government rf 
India Act or Gweinment of any Stata"^ 
From this judgment it appears that the 
factors that ought to be taken into consi- 
deration in determiniog the question who* 
ther a person holds office of profit tmdet 
the Government are these — 

1. Whether Government makes the ap* 
polntment to the office. 

2. Whether Government has the to 
remove or dismiss the holder of office; 

S. Whedier Government pays the remo? 
neration; 

4. What are the fanctions which the 
holder of the office performs and does be 
perform them for Government; and 

5. Does Government exercise any control 
over the performaneo of those functions. 

It was, however, emphasised that the 
dedsive test is the test of the appointment 
and that all the factors need not co-exist 
and that eaidi need not show subordina- 
tion to the GovemmenL It was further ob- 
served that the source from which the 
remuneration is paid is not from pubho 
revenue is a neut^ factor not decisive of 
the question. It was also remarked who- 
ther stress should be laid on ono fact 
or the other should depead on the tacts 
of ea^ case. 

23. In Hamlal v. Vlshveshwar KatZ^ - 
AIR 1968 Raj 249 Honble jagat Narayaa ( 
J. reviewed the various provisions of the r 
najastban Paschayat Samiti and Ma Pari* 
shads and the Sup r e m e Court cases and 
reathed a conclusion that "the office of the 
Pmmukh of the Zila Parishad is zmt an 
office nnder the State Government within 
the meaning of Article 102 (IKa) of the 
Constitution. A FTamokh no doubt bolds • 
an office under the Zila Parishad which is 

a local authority subject to the control of 
toe State Government. He is disqualified 
for the office of the Resident of the Union 
tinder Article 58 (2) of tiie Constitutiom 
But be is not disqtahfied for being chosen 
as a member or the Parliament or ths 
Legislative AsremWy of the State." 

24. A Full Bendi of the Punjab Hi;dt 
Court In S. Umrao Singh v. Darbara Sm^ 
AIR 1968 PimJ and Har 430 (FB) had an 
occasion to consider whether the Chairman 
tS the Fancbayat Samiti bolds an office 
mider the State Government. On a consi- 
deration of the provisions of the Punjab 

_ Fancbayat Samitis and Paiishads Act 
1981 which are similar to the provisions 
of the Rajasthan Fancbayat Samitis and 7iTa 
Parishad Act, the Full Bench held that r ■ 
"the Chairman of the Panchayat Samiti' •- 
does not hold an office imder the State 
Government, for the Panchayat Samiti is a 
local authority being a corporate body hav- 
ing perpetual succession and common se^ 
and it cannot be termed either as a depart- 
ment of the Government or a body beIon;dng 
exclnsively to Government." In the Punjan 
case AIR 1968 Punj and Har 450 (FB) Maha- 
Jan who delivered the Judgment tA the 
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.Court, reTerred to the decision in fhiq case of 
!AIB 1968 Eaj 249 as also to the decision of 
the Bombay Court in Motisingh v. 

Bhai^^alal, AIR 1968 Bom 370. Both these 
'decisions were in respect of the Chainnan of 
the Zila Parishad (that is Zila Pramulch). 
The learned Judge after comparing the 
provisions of the Rajasthan Pancha^'at 
Samitis and Zila Parishad Act, 1959 
and the Maharashtra Zila Paiishads and 
Panchayat Samitis Acf^ 1961 observed that 
“the provisions of the Rajasthan and Bom- 
bay Acts are, more or less, analogous to 
the provisions of the Punjab Act. All that 
can be said for the petitioner is that the 
provisions in the Punjab Act, so far as 
Government control is concerned, are some- 
what stricter. But, in our opinion, that 
does not make any difference so far as the 
question, which we have to decide, is con- 
cerned. We entirely agree with the rea- 
soning of the Rajasthan and the Bombay 
High Courts, and, in our opinion the Chair- 
man of a Panchayat Samiti does not hold 
an office imder the State of Punjab.” 

25. Approaching the case in the light 
iof the principles enunciated in the above 
case, I consider it necessary to indicate a 
few important features relating to the 
Zila Parishad and the Zila Pramukh under 
the Act: — 

(1) The Zila Parishad and other Pancha- 
yat institutions have been created to ^ve 
impetus to the political process^ of ensuring 
effective popular participation in the Gov- 
ernment pohcy and activity at the village, 
tehsil and district levels and these Pancha- 
yat institutions discharge functions which 
would normally bo discharged by the se^ 
vants of the State in the absence of such 
institutions. 

(2) That the Zfla Parishad is a body wr- 
porate having perpetual succession and a 
common seat with powers to acquire, hold 
and dispose of the property', to enter into 
contracts and to sue or to be sued in its 
corporate name. 

(3) That by the statute the Govcmmeal 
have been giv'en control over the staff of 
the Panchayat institutions, financial control 
and administrative control, but this control 
has been given to strilce a balance betsveen 
tho polih'cal process described above and 
the Government process of efficient adminis- 
tration. Tliat on account of this control 
the Zila Pari.shad cannot be said to have 
heen reduced to a mere State Department 
and tliat tho 21ila Pramiildi holds office under 
tlio State. 

(4) That die Government have no 
“■hand in the appointment or removal of the 
Zila Pramukh; whatever indirect control tho 
Government may have under tho St.a^to 
cannot warrant 'an infcrcnco that the Zila 
Pramukh should necessarily feel indebted 
to tho Government. 

(5) That tliQ Zila Pramukh no doubt 
receives honorarium from the Parishad s 
funds to which tlio Govemmeat grants 


might he made hut this factor is not at all 
deceive and cannot lend support to a con- 
tention that the Zila Pramuldi holds office 
under the Government, 

((B That the Government can no doubt ex- 
tend the term of the Zila Parishad and tlius 
the term of the Pramuldi but this 
extension of the term of the general body 
cannot be equated to the appointment of 
Zila Pramukh for the extended period, 
^e Zila Pramukh has to be. in the first 
instance an elected person and the extension 
of period by the State in the exercise of 
statutory powers is not at all a significant 
factor in determining whether the office of 
Zila Pramukh is imder the State Govern- 
ment. 

(7) That the Government have power to 
supersede and dissolve the Zila Parishad 
but evidently the dissolution of the entire 
body is not the same thing as removal or 
dismissal^ of a member from the body. It is 
not possible to treat an indirect termination 
of the tenure of the Zila Pramuldi in this 
manner as equivalent to dismissal or removal 
of a Government servant. 

Having regard to the principles of tho 
cases noticed above and the above features, 
I have no hesitation in holding that tho 
office of the Zila Pramukh is not an office 
tmder the State. Issue No. I is decided 
against the petitioner. 

26-SO. [His lordship discussed tho evi- 
dence on issues 2 to 8 and held against 
the petitioner. In tlio course of discussing 
issue No. 9, His Lordship proceeded:] 

81. The counsel for the pelifa'oner tried 
to make some points from circumstances 
appearing on tho records in an attempt to 
secure a finding on this issue in his favour. 
Mr. Bam Prasad Laddha (NAW/3) when 
• cross-examined by tho petitioner stated: 

‘T had not laid down tho foundation 
stone laying ceremony of the Spinning 
Mill at Gmahpuia, but before such cere- 
mony was performed Shri SukJiadia, J, 
of course, had attended some ceremony in 
connecb'on with tho Mill on an earlier oc- 
casion. That was a sort of ‘Manga! Kamna’ 
ceremony. On that occasion a Havan' was 
perform^ but no foundation stone was 
laid. The earlier ceremony iras perkrrm- 
cd at Uio very site where subsequently 
foundab’on stone was laid by Shri Mohan 
Lai Sukliadia. I do not remember the dafo 
when I performed tho ceremony." [Tho wit- 
ness was reminded tliat that ceremony was 
performed on 2Gtli January', 1967. Even 
tlieroaficr, tho witness did not give any 
affirmativo ansivcr.] It was petnfed' oat 
that on die occasion of the foimdation 
stoiio lajang _ ceremony several Sarpanrlias 
had been inwtrd. It was also siig,g‘’'r?cd 
dsat there %WiS a circular by tho rn'rao 
Minister to nil the Cliicf Ministers prohih-t- 
ing them to participate in State ftineticm! 
where Govenimcnt finances nro ia'.-oU'cd- 
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Shri Molian Ijal Suldndia was guestiooed 
oa lliis point and be state^ “As far as I 
Xeioember the Prime Minister of India 
i^ed a circular to the various Chief 
Ministers on the eve of the 1967 elections 
advising them not to refer to election mat- 
ters in State functions.” The drcular has 
not been brought on record and it cannot 
be said whe&er the circular was as sug- 
gested by the counsel for the petitioner or 
was of tie nature indicated in the state- 
ments of Shri Mohan Lai Sukhadia. It was 
submitted that the two ceremonies in a 
very short period in disregard of the Prime 
hfi^ters circular cannot but have been 
arranged with an eye on the election pros- 
pects of the congress party and that situa- 
tions were created to avail of the oppor- 
tunities to contact voters. This it was 
argued, was evidently an unhealthy and 
an evil practice. Continuing further, the 
counsel suboutted that Sl^ Ram Prasad 
Laddba stated that Shri Mohan Lai 
Sukhadia immediately after the function 
was over left for Udaipur. It w'as sug- 
gested that this wrong statement was ma& 
by him to suggest tot Shri Mohan tnl 
Sukhadia could have no occation to con- 
tact the Directors after the meeting and to 
make any suggestions to them in connec- 
tion with the election and thus to rebut 
the petitioner’s evideoce. It was points out 
that his statement is belled by the statement 
of Shri Narain Das Mehta (NAW/S, 4, 5/7) 
who stated that after the meeting a tea 
par^ was airunged in Candhl Vidhyalaya. 
Shri Hamendia SinjA (NAW/8) also refers 
to tea party and adds that at the meeting 
Shri Mohan Sukhadia asked him to 
support the congress and the respondent 
No. 1. Some pmtographs have also been 
brou^t on record to prove the presenc e of 
Shri Hamendia Sin^ £a the tea party. This 
statement of Shri Ram Pras^ Laddha 
about the departure of Shri Mohan f.nl 
Sukhadia, it was submitted, has been made 
only with some kind of oonscicaisness of the 
reference to the election matters by him. It 
was further stated that having regard to 
the statement of Shri Hamendra Singh it 
appears more probable that Shri Mohan 
I^ Sukhadia must have referred to the 
election matters in his speech and that 
there was an attempt of an indirect bargain 
to secure votes. Reliance was placed in 
this connection upon the observations of the 
Supreme Court in Chasiram V. Dal Singh. 
AIR 1988 SC 1191. I I cannot ac- 

cept the petitioners submission. Proceed- 
ing to ^e reasons. 1 must state that in the 
first instance the petitioner did not come 
forward with a case as now sought to be 
established. Ho did not refer to the eaih'er 
ceremony by Shri Ram Prasad Laddha in 
connection with the Spinning He 

did not make any reference to the orcular 
of the Prime Minister. The respondent 
bad no notice of the case now sou^t to 
be developed and it will be hardly proper 
to take the respondent No. 1 by surprise. 


Secondly, tile circular has not been brouj^it 
on record and it is not possible to have any 
correct idea of the contents of the circular. 
The statement of Shri Ram Prasad Laddha 
is capable of being construed as to imply 
that Shri Mohan Lai Sukhadia iinmedia,tely 
left the scene of the occurence for Ud^pur 
but it does not necessarily mean a denial of 
the fact that Shri Mohaa Lai Sukhadia and 
Shri Ram Prasad Laddha had tea at some 
other place. He was not specifically ques- 
tioned oa that point. The inaccuracy in 
the statement might have also been oa 
account of lapse of memory but it is not 
possible to characterise the statement as s 
deliberate f^ehood so as to justify any 
inference against the respondent No. 1. I 
do not tbiA- that the petitioner had sue- 
ceedoi in establishing the evil Tiractica 
much less the corrupt piactiee. The issue 
is, therefore, decadedT against the peti- 
tioner. 

82-162. (His Lordship held against the 
petitioner on the rest of the Issues and pro- 
ceeded.) 

163. The trial of the election petition 
having been completed, it is now unneces- 
sary to decide wbether the respondents 
Nos. 3, to 5 are not necessary parties, 

164. All the Issues having been decid- 
ed against the petitioner, the petition car^ ^ 
sot succeed ara 1 woiud dismiss it tdth 
costs to resnondent No. 1. The other res- . 
pondests wul bear theft own cosb. 

165. KAN SINGH, J.« I have had the" 
advantage of going tiuou^ the judg- 
ment prepared by my ^med brother 
and I concur in the result reached by 
him that the election petition should 
bo dismissed. However, fo deference 
to the protracted arguments of learn- 
ed counsel lasting over two weeks 1 will 
like to make a few observations of my own. 

166-167. The man grounds of challenge 
aptinst the election of the respondent 
No. 1, Shri Nahar, as a member of the 
Rajasthan Legislative Assembly can be 
broadly put under three beads. 

1. That, Shri Nahar being a Framukh 
was a holder of an office of profit under 
th© Goverojnenl and was consequently, dis- 
quahfiecl under Article 191 (1) (a) of the 
Constitution from seeking election to the 
Slate Assembly. 

2. That, Shri Nahar had committed vari- 
ous corrupt practices such as, 

(i) giving or offering bribe to various 
persons for the obtaining of votes, 

fiO be or his ^ents ecrercisiDg undue In- • - 
fluenoe on the Government servants to* * 
obtaining or procuring their assistance for ” 
the election campaign and generally the 
utilisation of the State machinery at the 
behest of certain Ministers to lighten the 
prtKpects of Shri Nahar for his elertion- 
^ (iii) Shri Nahar himself abusing his posi- 
tion as a Pramukh and obtaining funds 
during the election campaign for the 
rdief works. 
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8. That the ballot papers were tamper- 
ed with and the sanctify of the ballot boxes 
w’as thereby affected so as to call for the 
setting aside of the election. 

168. The first point was subject matter 
of issue No. 1 set out by my learned 
brother in the earlier part of his judgment. 
It was contended by the learned coimsel 
for the respondent No. 1 that this issue 
having been decided by my learned brother 
before the election petition came to be 
placed before the present Bench, it is not 
open to us to reconsider this issue. My 
learned brother has come to the conclusion 
that there was nothing to prevent this 
Bench from reconsidering issue No. 1. 
However, I do not %vish to express any opi- 
nion on this point but even apart from it, 
I have considered the matter assuming for 
the sake of argument that it was open to 
this Bench to reconsider the issue. 

169. Article 191 which is the counter- 
part of Article 102 of tlie Constitution in 
relation to State Assembly inter alia enacts 
that a person shall be disqualified for be- 
ing chosen as a member or the Assembly 
if ne holds any office of profit under the 
Government of India or the Government of 
any State other than an office declared by 
Parliament by law not to disqualify its hol- 
der. The issue that was framed contains 
the words — “Office of profit imder the 
State”. The sophisticated controversy 
regarding the difference between the term 
"State” and the term “Government” need 
not detain me because Shri Bajranglal 
learned counsel for the peKtioner, has mm- 
self submitted that they are the same. For 
obvious reasons, it is unnecessary to enter 
into this subtlety of distinction. 

170. The same question had _ arisen 
before a learned single Judge of this Court 
in anotlier election petition AIR 1968 Raj 
249 and Jagat Narayan T. who decided the 
case, on consideration or the relevant pirn 
visions of the Rajasthan Panchayat Samitis 
and Zila Parishad Act, 1959 had come to 
the conclusion that a Pramukh though a 
holder of the office of profit does not hold 
the office imder the Government within 
tlio meaning of Article 191 of the Consti- 
tution. The learned Judge had also referr- 
ed to a number of cases including a deci- 
sion of tlieir Lordships of the Supreme 
Coiut in Guru Gobinda v. Shankari Prasad 
AIR 1964 SC 254. My learn- 
ed brotlier has mno into the 
matter and has come to me same conclu- 
sion as Jagat Narayan J. He has alr^dy 
copiously quoted from tlic relevant deci- 
sions of the Supremo Court. I do not 
tliiuk, I can shed any mdra light on me 
problem or give any new dimension to the 
reasoning tliat has prevailed with Jagat 
Narainn J. or with my learned _ brother. 
Tlie five interlocking principles laid dosm 
by their Lordships and which should guide 
tho consideration of the question are— 

1) Wlicthcr Government makes the np- 
I>omtmcat to tho office; 


_ 2) Whether the Government has flio 
to remove or dismiss the holder of 
office; 

8) Whether the Government pays die 
remuneration; 

4) Whether the holder of the office per- 
forms his functioii for the Government: 
and 

5) Whether the Government exercises 
^y control over the performance of those 
functions. 

^11 pointed out by their Lordships that 
all these features need not co-exist in a 
gwen case for showing subordination of 
office to the Government and further, whe- 
ffier the stress would be laid on one factor 
in preference to the other, will depend up- 
on the facts of each case. The ordinaiy 
mctionaiy _ mining of the term “under'’ 
inter aha is “to be in a subject or subordi- 
nate condirion” (Webster New International 
Dichonaiy' Vol. II page 2434). The term 
“control” is used in a very' wide sense and 
covers a number of institutions and methods 
used by' the legislature for ensuring obser- 
vance of the law made by it As a result 
of the Rajasthan Panchayat Samitis and 
Zila Parishads Act democratic decentralised 
administration at* the Block and District 
level was brought about The Rajasthan 
Panchayat Act which existed on tho Statute 
Book was also amended in tlie light of 
provisions of the Kajasthan Panchayat 
Samitis Sc Zila Parishad Act, 1959. Beading 
the two together it apMars that a three-tier 
system of district administration in tho 
sphere of Local Self Government was 
ushered in. At tho bottom ivas tho Gram 
Panchayat which covered a village or a 
group of wUages. Certain functions were 
assigned to the Gram Panchay'at which M’as 
the smallest cell of domocracy. Above tho 
Gram Panchay'at were the Panchayat 
Samitis at tlie Block level and tho consti- 
tuent territorial units were tho Panchayats. 
Sarpanchas were ex officio members of 
Panchayat Samitis and there were certain 
otlier members in the Panchay'at S.'imitis. 
Then, at llio District level w.as tho Zila 
Parishad and the pattern of its comporiti'on 
■was, in several respects, akin to that of tho 
Panchayat Samili in that the Pradhans of 
the Pandiayat Samitis were maele tho 
members or tho Zila Parishads together 
Hath some other persons. Tlie Pramuklis 
were elected by an electoral college and 
could he removed hy a \'ofo of no confi- 
dence by tlie members of tlm Zila Pari- 
shad. They' were to be remuncmtcrl by a 
honorarium to be mid out of the Zila Pari- 
shad funds. Zila Parishads were coq-wrafo 
bodies capable of holding properties .and of 
suing and being sued in their mi-n namo 
and tlieir succession was perpetual. Holder 
of such an office, therefore, dcK?s not ful- 
fil, tho first throe tests laid down in Cum 
Cobinda’s case, AIR 196-i SC 254, 

171. Tlie next question is v.dwiJier the 
holder of the office performs o.'iv funo- 
tions for tho Government Tfio fiirsctiocs 
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t>Tat a Kamukh has to perfonn are laid 
down by the Statute itself (viz. sec. 57) and 
they are obviously for the purposes of the 
T^ila Faiishad and not for the Government. 

172. In the circumstances, learned coun- 
sd for die petitioner stressed the last and 
the fifth test He referred to a number of 
sections in the Act for showing that the 
Governmental control was so thorough 
and complete that there was full 
subordination of die Framuldi and conso' 
guendy, he has to be taken to be a holder 
of an office under the Government I am 
afraid, such a far-reaching conclusion is not 
warranted. 

My learned brother has referred to hi 
detail the various sections. These were 
also referred by Jagat Narayan T. in Bam- 
lal’s case, AIR 1968 Raj. 249. What is re- 
markable is that the control, if any, is insti- 
tutional and not personal. The legislators 
had created the autonomous body, namely 
Zila Parishad for discharging certain funo 
dons and for ensuring that it did not over- 
step the boundaries of its authority — ^e 
legislature has provided a supervisory or a 
controlling authority which would ensure 
that the autonomous body, created by the 
statute does not overstep its boundaries 
and within the area assigned to it conducts 
Itself according to law. It is further 
markable that wldla the Goveiameat might 
remove a Saroanch of a Cram Fandiayat 
or the Pancnas thereof, no disdpUoW 
powers similar to that have been conferred 
on the Govenunent regarding a Pramtddi. 
In other words, the power of remo^ ofa 
Pr am ukh has not been vest^ in the Gov- 
ernment though under the stated condl- 
dons such a pcrwer Is eserdsable in respect 
of Saipancha or any of tbe Panchas of die 
Gram PancbayaL 1 am showing thU only 
by way of comparison but not with a view 
to entering into the quesdon whether Sar- 
panchas or Panchas are holders of office of 
profit under the Government. ^Vhaleve^ 
powers are eserdsable by the Government 
reganiing the Zila Faiishad are, to my mind 
on insdtndonal basis. From the Act it cazt- 
Dot be spelt out that the Government have 
the powers to dictate how a Fiami^h 
should exercise his funcdons. The m^in 
funcdons of the Framuldi, besides being tbe 
eiecudve head of the Zila Parishad, is to 
co-ordinate the various activides of the 
Panchayat Samids in the District Regard- 
ing this, the Government have not been 
assigned any role. 

172.4. Learned counsel also stressed that 
the funds for the Zila Parishad are provid- 
ed by the Government This is only par- 
tially correct There are two sources of 
finances provided for the 2jla Parishads. 
One is by Government grants and the second 
is by donations by the Panchayat Samids 
(vide section 63 of the Fancharat Samids 
and Zila. parishad Act). The Government 
have no hand whatsoever regarding the 
second source. Apart fr o m this, when 
the funds are vested in the Zila Pad- 


shads they cease to be part of the consoli- 
dated fund of the State after the grant and, 
therefore, it caimot be predicated that the 
Pramukh is paid either out of Government 
ftmds or the Government exercises any con- 
trol over a Pramukh personally. All other 
aspects of the matter nave been fully dealt 
with by my learned brother and as I have 
already observed, I cannot sbed any extra 
light on the consideration of the question. 
I thmefore, agree with my learned brother 
that the decision of tbe issue has to be 
against the petitioner. 

173. 4Vhile the evidence was being read 
to us my mind came to bo exerdsed over 
three iniridents and, therefore, 1 would like 
to concentrate on certain features of those 
incidents. The first was the function arrang- 
ed for the foundation laying ceremony of 
Ifawasia Bandh on 21-12-66. Tbe second 
was relating to the foundation ceremony of 
Ih© Spinning Mill at Gulabpura on SOth 
'January, 1967, and the third was about 
Shri Nahar's writing a number of letters for 
allotment of hm<u in connection with 
famine reh’ef works while he ^ was touring 
his constituency in connection with his 
election campaign- Before dealing with 
these various features, however, I would 
like to refer to the two recent decisions of 
tbe Supreme Court in which the conceptual 
difference between what is corrupt practice 
and what is evil prance bas b^ pointed 
out. Their Lordsmps also pointed cut es ta 
when an evil practice could be rezvded as 
a corrupt practice for an election. The first 
case is m 1968 SC 1191. In that case the 
election petitioner challenged the election 
of the returoed candidate who was a Minis- 
ter for Irrigation and Power in Haryana till 
the TKult of the electioiL The election was 
challenged cm the grounds of certain cor- 
rupt practices and the mvamen of tbe 
charge was that certain discretionary funds 
were placed at his disposal to bribe the 
voters and be used his position to favour 
some villages with a view to securing sup- 

f rt for hrs candidature. It appears that 
a Govenunent resolution certain sums 
assasy' hw? si ihe ibn 

Ministers for distributiDn as discretionary 
giants and the money was remmed to be 
spent in three months’ time. These discre- 
tionary grants were part of the general 
scheme to better community development 
projects and to remove the immediate grie- 
vances of the public. There was evidence 
lo show that mo respondent had promised 
certain discretionary grants to Gr am Pan- 
dayats and public at large for community 
development in tiig own constituency and 
tinri actually distributed the money not 
among tbe voters directly but had given It 
to the Panchayats concerned. There was, 
however no evidence to prove that tbe 
r^unied candidate bargained directly 

or indirectly for votes. Their Lordships 
examined a number of cases and held — 

1. That the law regnires that a coiiupt 
practice involving Imbezy must be fuQy 
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establisted. Hie evidence must show dear- 
that die promise or gift directly or in- 
directly was made to an elector to vote or 
refrain from voting at an election. 

2. The position of a Minister is difficult. 
It is obvious that he cannot cease to func- 
tion when his election is due. He must, of 
necessity, attend to the grievances, other- 
wise he must fail. He must improve the 
image of his administration before the 
public. If every one of his official acts 
done bona fide is to be construed against 
him and an ulterior motive is spelt out of 
them, the administration must necessarily 
come to a standstill.” 

Having held this, their Lordships made 
very weighty observations in the following 
words: 

“Election is something which must be 
conducted fairly. To arrange to spend 
money on the eve of elections in different 
constituencies, although for general public 
good, is when all is said and done an evil 
practice, even if it may not be corrupt 
practice. The dividing line between^ an 
e^al practice and a corrupt practice is a 
very thin one. It should be understood 
that energy to do pubh'c good should be 
used not on the eve of elections but much 
earlier and that even a slighted evidence 
might change this evil practice into corrupt 
practice. Payments from discretionarj' grants 
on the eve of elections should be avoid- 
ed.” . ^ 

The position was reiterated in Mrs. Om 
Prabha Jain v. Abnash Chand, AIR 1968 
SC 1083. 

174-187. It is in the hght of what their 
Lordships were pleased to lay down that I 
may proceed to deal with the incidents in 
question. 

(His Lordship discussed the evidence and 
concluded). 

188. In the result I hold drat the ele(> 
tion petition is fit to be dismissed as al- 
readj’’ in(hcated at the outset with costs. 

BY THE COURT 

.189. In the result, the election petition 
is dismissed with costs to respondent _No. 1. 
Other respondents will bear their own 
costs. 

190. The Election Commission and fte 
foeaher RajasRian Legislative J^enibly 
shall be informed of the result of this elc<> 
tion petition forthwitli, and authentic^ea 
copies of the judgment shall be for^surded 
to them as soon as they are ready. 

Petition dismissed. 
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Girdharilal and others. Petitioners v. 
Lalchand and others. Non Petitioners. 

Criminal Revm. Appln. No. 113 of 1969, 
D/- 29-1-1969. ■ 
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(A) Criminal P. C. (1898), S. 197 — San- 

ction to prosecute — Comt caimot even 
take cognizance of case without previous 
sanction : AIR 1948 PC 82 and. AIR 1966 
SC 220, ReL onj AIR 1967 All 519, Dis- 
sent. from. (Para 8) 

(B) Criminal P.C. (1898), S. 197 — Plea 

of want of sanction — It can be raised at 
any stage of c^e_— Its decision would 
depend on availability of adequate material 
on record enabling court to effectively 
adjudicate it. AIR 1967 AR 519 and Affi 
1956 SC 44 Rel. on. (Para 8) 

(C) Criminal P.C. (1898), S. 197— ‘Act- 

ing or purporting to act in discharge of 
official dutj'” — Meaning of — Even if 
action is somewhat beyond scope of official 
duty, it can be protected if it is done under 
colour of office — Municipal Administrator 
and Municipal Commissioner ordering col- 
lection of refuse but omitting to cause its 
removal from road — Held both acts were 
directly related to duties of concerned 
officers and they could not be prosecuted 
without sanction under S. 197. AIR 1965 
Pnnj 192 Eel. on. (Para 14) 


(D) Penal Code (1860), S. 11 — Muni- 
tapal Corporation — It can be prosecuted 
for offences which are only punishable with 
Bne, for imprisonment of Municipal Coun- 
cil is out of question. (Para 16) 

Cases Referred: Chronolopcal Paras 


(1967) AIR 1967 SC 752 (V 54) = 

1967 Cii LJ 656 Bakhshish Singh 
V. State of Punjab 4, 11 

(1967) AIR 1967 SC 776 (V 54) = 

1967, Gri LJ 665, Axulswami v. 

State of Madras 4, 11 

(1967) Am 1967 All 519 (V 54)= 

ILR (1967) 2 All 11, Ram Nath v. 

Salig Ram 4, 8 

(1966) AIR 1966 SC 220 C\’' 53) = 

1966 Cri LJ 179, Baijnath v. State 
of Madhva Pradesh 4, 8, 11 

(1965) AIR' 1965 Punj 192 (V 52) = 

1965 (1) Cri LJ 555, Giani Ajmer 
Singh V. Ranjit Singh 4, 12 

(1964) AJR 1964 SC 269 (V 51)= 

1964 (1) Cri LJ 161, Nagraj v. State 
of Mysore 4 

(1964) 1964 (1) Cri LJ 126 = 1963 
Raj LW 293, Laduram v. State 4, 13 
(1962) AIR 1962 Bom 198 (V 49)= 

1962 (2) Cri IJ 320, Capt. Shanlair- 
rao V. Bmjor D. Engineer 4, 12 

(1952) 1962 (1) Cri Lf 192 = 1962 
'■ Raj LW 148, Beh.'irilal v. Moola 4, 13 
(1957) Am 1937 SC 45S (\^ 44) = 
igo7 Cri LJ 575, Om Piakash v. 

State of U. P. 

(1956) MR 1956 SC 44 {\’’ 43) = 

1956 Cri LJ 140, Matajog Dobe-/ 

V. H. C. Bhari 

(1955) Am 1955 SC 257 (\* 42) = 

1935 SCR 1177, Ramayya v. State ^ 
of Bombav , o, 11 

(1951) AIR 1951 SC 20i 3.5)= 

^ 52 Cri LJ 763, Hariprasada Kao v. 

The State 3 


4, 11 
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(1948) Am 1948 PC 82 (V 85) = 

49 Cri LJ 281, Gokulcliand 
Dwai^das v. The King 
(1947) AIR 1947 PC 135 (V 34) = 

ILR 26 Pat 460, Srinivas ilall v. 

Emperor 

(1927) AIR 1927 Mad 566 (V 14) = 

ILR 50 Mad 754 = 28 Cri LJ 
539, Kamisetty Raja Rao v. T. Rama- 
swamy 4, 13 

(18^) Criminal Revn No. 507 of 
1893 16 

M. M. Singhvl, for Petitioners; Ganpat 
Singh, for Non-Petitioner No. 1 and H. N. 
Kalla, for the State. 

ORDER: This is an application under 
sections 439 and 561A of the Code of Cri* 
oiina] Procedure directed against the order 
of the Additional Munsiff-^fa^trate No. 2, 
Jodhpur dated the 2oth of Jmy, 1963 and 
upheld by the learned Sessions Judge, 
‘ ' his order of the 15th Mai^ 


upheld by 
Jodhpur ny 1 


2. Talrhand instituted a complaint 
against Giidharilal hlahaian. Administrator, 
^lunidpal Council, Jodnpur, Hamcbander 
^^athur, Commissioner, hiuoicipal (^undl, 
Jodhpur, hlaghraj Agrawal, Health Officer. 
Municipal Council, Jodhpur, Laxman Singh 
Faawar, Sanitary Inspect, Hansraj, Tama- 
dar and the Municipal Councd, Joiupur, 
under Sections 26S, 278 and 299 of the 
Indian Penal Code before the Additional 
Munsiff-Ma^strate No. 2. Jodhpur. The 
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of Criminal Procedure could only he derid- 
ed after some evidence on behalf of the 
complainant had been recorded. For, add- 
ed the learned Sessions Judge, it %vas not a 
part of the duty of the Municipal council 
to create nuisance, in fact its obligation was 
to the contrary. He dismissed the revision 
application. The petitioners are still dis- 
satisBai and they nave come up before m& 

3. hfr. Singhvl appearing for the peti- 
tionens argued that the petitioners Nos. 1 
and 2 are only removable by the State 
Government and they cannot be prosecuted 
for what is alleged to be their official duty 
without the permission of the State 
Government as envisaged by section 197 of 
the <^e of Criminal Procedure. He placed 
reliance on Ramayya v. State of Bombay, 
AIR 1055 SC 287 and Matajog Dobey v. 
H. C. Bhari, AIR 1956 SC 44- The second 
submission of the learned counsel is that 
the petitioners Nos. 3, 4 and 5 cannot be 
prosecuted b^use on the complai nan ts 
own sbowing they are being accusrf of 
what is clearly a vicarious liabiL'ty, which is 
not possible unless the statute itself so au- 
thorises. Reliance has been placed on Sri- 
nivas Mall v. Emperor, AIR 1947 PC 135, 
and Hariprasada Rao v. The State, Am 
1931 SC 204. 

4. Mr. Ganpat Singh appearing on be- 
half of the complainant conteDded that the 
creation of a nuisance has no relation to the 


ibiic duties discharged by the office 


Manah ChewV, fodhpoi. On the other side 

of the road abutting his shop there is Moli 5^^1067 AH* 


of &e,complaiiiant and themW obstnicU 


. Jm Frakash v. 

AIR 1957 SC 458; Baijnath 




niblic 


Singh V. State of ihmjab, AIR 1967, 
SC 752; Arulswami v. State of Madras; 
AIR 1907 SC 776; Chpt. Shankaii^ V. 
Burjor D. Engineer, AIR 1962 Bom 198; 
Ciani Ajmer Singh v. Banjit Singh, AIR 1965 
Punj 192; Kamisetty Raja Rao v- T. Rama- 
swamy. ILR 50 Mad 754 = (AIR 1927 
Mad 566); Ladhuram v. State, 1963 Raj 
LW 293 = (1864 (1) Cri LJ 126); Bchari- 
lal v. Moola, 1962 Raj LW 148 = (1962 
(1) Cri LJ 192). He drew my pointed 
attention to section 93 (c), (d) and (c) of 
the Rajasthan Municipalities Act emphasis- 
ing the Importance of the duties of the 
Muniripal Council and therefore the crea- 
tion of a nuisance as alleged in the com- 
plaint has no relation to toe Mts and omis- 
sions complained by the complainant and 
no sanction was necessary. The petitioners 
Nos. 3, 4 and 5 are answerable as abettors 

ttS aHe=to ot fte -H* JSJ'pi'S.cJlj' aigleSftf 

aoassed oersons did not appear before the ^^ous duly ^ ^ “v 

5. Learned Government counsel Mr. 
Ka^ submitted that a ■ ilunicipal Council 


mosphere noxkmstothe health of toe 
and the residents of the locality. The heaps 
so collected emit offensive odour to the an- 
noyance of the public. Because it blocks 
the passage on toe road it causes common 
injury, danger and auncwance to toe people 
in general and those who dwell or occupy 
properties in the nei^bourhood in paiticu- 
lar. The refuse is being collected e>'eiy 
day in the hours between 7 and 8 A,M. 
and is left lying there upto 4 P. M. and 
some times even for 2 or 3 days consecu- 
tively. This public nuisance, alleges the 
complainant, is created by toe acts of the 
petitioners before me aod notwithstanding 
toe fact that they were asked to remove jl 
they had neglected to do so and, thereforK 
the compl^nt before a cri minal court had 
to be instituted. The learned Magistrate 
registered a case and issued processes for 
the attendance of the accused persons. The 
aocus«i persons did not appear before the 
Magistrate but moved an application by 
way of revision before the learned Sessions 
Tudze. Todbpur. who has erpressed the om- 
“■ — t-. . 1 . osecti- 


luoa that the <^estioD whether the prosectt 
tioa of the petitioners Nos. 1 and z requir- 
ed sanction under section 197 cd the Code 


and not officers are answerable for a crimi- 
nal charee and he placed reliance on 
Wtafa 'T-aw of Offences and fvtminal Pro- 
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cedure,” page 243 — Crinainal Revision Case 
No. 507 of 1893. 

6. All the learned counsel appearing 
before me are agreed that at this stage of 
the case it is on the assumption that the 
contents of the complaint are correct that 
the questions aforesaid have to be answer- 
ed. 

7. The first question which calls for 
determination is: Whether it is the proper 
stage, in the circumstances of this case, for 
the accused to raise an objection regarding 
lack of sanction under section 197 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure? 

, 8. The learned Sessions Judge while 
rejecting the application of the accused 
persons observed that it was no stage on 
which the question of want of sancrion 
could be decided. Supporting this conclu- 
sion Mr. Ganpat Singh argued that after 
the accused mve appeared before the 
Magistrate and the evidence has been led 
and if it transpired therefrom that the pur- 
ported act or omission on the part of the 
accused persons is related to the discharge 
of dieir public duty then alone the question 
of sanction could arise. He particularly 
relied on AIR 1967 All 519. The learned 
Judge in the Allahabad case observed that 
the argument advocated by the State Gov- 
ernment before him that the Magistrate had 
no jurisdiction to entertain the cornplaint 
against the Opposite Parfy wthout a formal 
sanction of the State Government under 
S. 197 of the Code of Criminal Procedure is 
unfounded. Relying on AIR 1956 SC 44, the 
learned Judge held that the necessity for a 
sanction may reveal itself in the course _ of 
the, progress of the case. This decision 
seems to lay down tvx) propositions. The 
first is that the Magistrate is competent to 
entertain a complaint even wthout a sanc- 
tion; and the second is that if in the course 
of the proceedings it is revealed that a sanc- 
tion was necessary the question could be 
examined. I have no difficulty in_ agreeing 
■with the latter- part of tlie proposition. In 
fact, that is also the -view of the Supreme 
Court in Matajog Dobeys case, AIR 1956 
SC 44. So far as the first proposition is 
concerned, with, respect, I am unable to 
subscribe to it witliout qualifications. Sec- 
tion 197 of the Code of Criminal Procedure 
provides that “no Court shall take cogni- 
zance of such an offence e.xcept with _ the 
previous sanction,” of the authorities indi- 
cated therein if any of the officers mention- 
ed in the section is accused of an offence 
"alleged to have been committed by him 
while acting or purporting to act in the dis- 
charge of his official dut>’”. If the alleged 
acts are of tlie nature indicated in_ the sec- 
tion no Court c.in even take cognizance of 
tlie alleged offence on the plain Language 
of tlie section. In tliis context, on the sub- 
ject of sanction, I could recoil the decision 
of the Privj- Council in Gokulchand Dwnrka- 
das Morarka v. Tlie King, AIR 19IS PC 82, 
■wherein tlieir Ixirdships of tho Privy Coun- 
cil expressed the opinion: 


The sanction to prosecute is an impor- 
tant matter; it constitutes a condition pre- 
cedent to the institution of the prosecution 
and the Government have an absolute dis- 
cretion to grMt or wathhold their sanction.” 
Their Lordships of the Supreme Court in 
•AIR 1966 SC 220 have observed in para 4 
of the Judgment: 


“It is clear from the language of S. 197 
that the sanction has to be taken before cog- 
nizance has been taken.” 


When even at the time of taking cogni- 
z^ce lack of sanction has to be consider- 
cd, it is open to an accused person when 
he has been notified of the fact that cog- 
nizance has been taken to raise the plea of 
lack of sanction. It is correct that there 
may be cases wherein at im’fa’al stages such 
a question may not admit of a clear answer. 
It may be remembered that it is not merely 
the suggestion of the accused that is enough 
as pointed out by their Lordships. In my 
opinion, therefore, while it is open to an 
accused person to raise the plea of want of 
a sanction at any stage of the case but its 
decision would be dependent on the av'ail- 
ability of adequate material on record en- 
abling a Court to effectively adjudicate it. 

9. The ne.xt question which arises for 
my consideration is whether the case be- 
fore me is one in which the objection could 
be answered, without waiting for evidence, 
on the assumption that the allegations of 
the complaint are correct. Para 9 of tho 
complaint says that a public nuisance comes 
into being because the Mum'cipal Council 
and its officers collect the refuse and neg- 
lect to remove it from a public highway. 
It causes obstruction and annoyance on that 
account and also because it emits injiuious 
and abno.xious odours. It makes a two- 
pronged attack of commission and omis- 
sion. 


10. Then the question immediately 
emerges for answer is: 'Wliether such acts 
or omissions require a sanction before die 
Court could take cognizance of the offence 
against the accused Nos. 2 and 6, namely, 
Girdharilal Mahajan and Ramchander are 
prosecuted? It is not disputed that tho 
Administrator and tho Commissioner, who 
are accused Nos. 2 and 6, have been ap- 
pointed by tho State Government and are 
consequently removable by the State Gov- 
ernment and the provisions of Section 197, 
Cr. P. C. apply to them. .411 tliat remains 
to be examined is whether flio acts and/ 
or omissions attributed to diese two persons 
fhll within the circumference of tlie expres- 
sion “while acting or purporting to act in 
tbe discharge of his official duty". 

11. Before I answer this qtiestion it will 
be perh^s profitable to examine the long 
line of decisions cited before mo to ascf-r- 
tain the principles so far ciyslalliscd on this 
point In iMil 19-35 SC 2.S7, their Lord- 
ships of tho Supreme Court have observed; 

‘Now an offence seldom consists of a sia- 
act It is usually composed of £evc.m1 
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eJements and, as a nJ^ a _v?boIe series of 
acts must be proved before it can be estab- 
lished. .... 

Therefore, the act complained of, name- 
ly, the disposal, could not have been done 
in any other way.” 

Laying emphasis on the distinctiou between 
acting or purporting to act in the discharge 
of his official duty their Lordships of the 
Supreme Court have said that these twt> 
expressions only indicate the line of demar- 
cation behveen two kinds of intentioo^ 
The act nevertheless remains the same and 
their Lordships have added: 

TIow it is obvious that if S. 197, Cr. P.C. 
if construed too narrowly it can never be 
applied, for of course it is no part of an 
official’s duty to commit an ofience and 
never can be.” 

In AIR 1937 SC 438 their Lordships^ 
the Supreme Court have observed that “no 
sanction is necessaCT to prosecute the pub- 
lic servant as he ooes not nonnally act in 
his capacity as a public servant when com- 
mitting criminal breach of trust”. Their 
LordsSps of the Supreme Court in Baij- 
nath’s case, AIR 1968 SC 220, have quoted 
Lord Simmonds wherein he observed: 

“The test may well be whether the pub- 
lic servant, if challenged, can reasonably 
claim that, what ha does, be does in virtue 
of his office.” 

AIR 1967 SC 752 Is a case of false claim 
of work executed, which was sot carried 
out It was observed that the accused was 
not a public servant nor did he abet la the 
discharge of his public duty. In AIR 1967j 
SC 77C ft observed that sanction tmder 
Section 197 is not necessary to prosecute 

C ' lie servant if ^ complained against 
is one which is entirely unconnected 
with his official du^. 

12. I might DOW notice a few of the 
High Coirrt judgments dted before me. In 
AIR 1962 Eom 193, a decision of the 
Bombay Kgh Court it is held that an act 
includes aix illegal emission. This case 
arose out of the tragic Roods in the Ci^ 
of Poona due to the biusting of Faoshet 
and Khadalcwasla Dams. The Commissioner, 
Collector and District Magistrate, District 
Superintendent of Police, etc^ came to be 
prosecuted as they failed to protect the Ufe 
and property of n>o populace. It was held 
that a sanction for their prosecution %vas 
necessary for their alleged illegal omissions. 
In AIR 1965 PunJ 192, the learned Judges 
of the Punjab High Court relying on the 
Supreme Court cases have observed : 

“To fall within the purview of the pro- 
tection afforded by S. 197, the act must 
hear such reasoiablo coimection with the 
discharge of the official duty that the pub- 
lic servant charged could fy a reasonable 
but not a pretended or fanciful justification, 
rtiiim th.W he did the act in the course of 
the performance of his duty. Since the 
question of the necessity of sanction has to 
be decided judicially by the Court, it has 


to proceed on the material pro^Iy and law- 
fulfo placed before it by ap^ying its judi- 
cial mind. If the allegations made in the 
complaint do not attract the protection of 
S. 197 or S. 132, Cr. P. C.. then the Court 
cannot throw out the complaint for want of 
sanction " 

13. Mr. Ganpat Singh cited before me 
the dedsion of the Madras High Court In 
ILR 50 Mad 754 = (AIR 1927 Mad 566), 
whidi laid down that an act arising out of 
abuse of official position calls for no sanc- 
tion under Section 197 of the Code of Cri- 
minal Procedure. In 1983 Raj LW 
293 = (1064 (1) Cri LJ 128), Bhargava, 
If., dividra the action of receiving the money 
and not depositing as two independent parts 
and as the dishonest misappropriation was 
no part of the duty, no sanction therefore 
was necessary. In 1962 Raj LW 148 = 
(1962 (1) Cri LI 192), Sa^oo Prosad, C. J- 
obseivra that if in the discharge of official 
duty the persons responsible have done 
something which had fittio or no connection 
whatsoever with the duties which be svas 
officially required to perform and which ha 
could as well do as a private individual 
no sanction was necessary. The mere fact 
that an occasion was provided for the com- 
mission of the offence on account of his 
performance of some official duty ^vill not 
entitle him to any such ’ protectioo. 

14. For the purposes of the case before 
me all that I have to decide is whether the 
act or omission alleged against occused 

2 and 6. namely, Girdhaiilal M^jon 
and Ramchander is reasonably relate to 
the discharge of their duty or omission of 
the discharge of their duty. I agree with 
the observations of the P^jab High Court 
that it is not a pretended or fancuul justi- 
fication that sbomd bo taken into account 
but a connection close enough to bring the 
art or omission within the ambit of the offi- 
cial art done or purported to be done. The 
I^^slature has advisably used two expres- 
sions “acting’ or “purporting to act”, the 
latter expression means that even if the 
action may bo somewhat beyond the scope 
of official duty, but svas done und^ the 
colour of office, the protection can in a 
pvea case bo considered. Having regard 
to these principles, in my opinion, the ac- 
cused Nos. 2 and 6, namely, Girdhaiilal 
Mabajan and Ramchander, are alleged to 
harc ordered the collection of refuse and 
omitted to cause its removal from the road 
and they have thereby committ^ the pub- 
lic nuisance. Both these are directly related 
to their duties as Municipal Administrator 
and the hlunidpal Commissioner and they 
cannrt in my oirinion be prosecuted without 
the sanction under Section 197, Cr. P. C. 
arid, therefore, the case against can- 

not be proceeded with. 

15. The next argument of the learned 
counsel is that the accused Nos. 3, 4 and 5 
are being prosecuted for their vicarious lia- 
bility. The contention is that unless the 
statute authorises a person to be vicariously 
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responsible for the criminal act or omission 
no person can be prosecuted tiierefor. Re- 
h'ance is placed on Siinivas Malls case, 
AIR 1947 PC 135 of the Privy Council. 
The proposition is svell settled. But Mr. 
Ganpat Sink’s argument is that the act or 
omission on the part of these three' persons 
is Meetly concerned in the creation of the 
nuisance and its non-removal and, there- 
fore, they are aiding and assisting in the 
commission pf the offence of public nui- 
sance and. are abettors. This indeed is a 
matter -which will have to be ejramined 
whether they have neglected, or if so, in- 
tentionally and thereby created an obstruc- 
tion arid caused discomfort to the people 
living in that locality or not? In my opi- 
nion, therefore, it is premature to express 
any opinion on this aspect of the matter. 

16. ■ Then remains the interesting ques- 
tion whether the Mimicipal Council, a cor- 
porate body, can be prosecuted as an ac- 
cused for doing or omitting to do some- 
thing? Mr. Kalla, learned Government 
counsel, drew my attention to Weirs 'Taw 
of Offences and Criminal Procedure”, Vol. I, 
4th Edn., p. 243 — Criminal Revn. Case 
No. 507 j of 1893 — where it was decided 
that the Chairman, being a public ser%'ant, 
was not liable to prosecution wthout the 
sanction of Government imder Section 197 
of the Code of Criminal Procedure, and ff 
any prosecution was to be_ instituted, it 
should be against the Municipal Corpora- 
tion. Russell on Crime, Vol. I, 12th Edn., 
p. 90, summarises the position thus; 

“At common law a corporation aggregate 
has been regarded as in the nature of things 
incapable.' of treason, felonies or mis- 
demeanours involving personal violence, 
Mch as riots or assaults, or of perjury, or 
it would seem offences for which the only 
penalty is imprisonment or corporal 
punishment. 

It would seem that the common law rule 
affords a good guide as to the intention of 
a statute. The modem tendency of the 
Courts, however, has been towards widen- 
ing the scope within which criminal pro- 
ceedings can be brought against institutions 
wliich diave become so prominent a_ featme 
of cverj’-day affairs, and tire point is being 
reached where what is called for is a com- 
prehensive statement of principles formu- 
lated to meet the needs or moaem_ life in 
grrmting the fullest possible protection of a 
criminal law ,to persons exposed to the 
action of the many powerful associations 
wliich surrounded tliem. At common^ law, 
corporations are now indictable for nuisarice 
and breaches of public duty, whether exist- 
ing by die common law or created by sta- 
tute. and whether the breach of duty is_ by 
niisfcasanco or non-feasance. Coipoiations 
are often indicted for non-repair or illegal 
obstruction of higliways, and it wo_u]d_ seem 
that a corporation aggregate is indictable 
for defamatory libel,” 

On tlris principle prima facie it seems tliat 
the Municipal Corporation can bo prosecu- 


ted for offences which are only punishahls 
with fine, for, in the very nature of things, 
iinprisonment of a Municipal Council is out 
of question. 

With these observations the revision 
succeeds in part Accused Nos. 2 and 6, 
namely, Girdharilal Mahajan and Ram- 
chander stand protected under Section 197, 
Cr. P. C., and proceedings against them 
without sanction of the State Government 
are hereby quashed. The complaint vtU 
othervase proceed against the rest of the 
accused. 

Revision partly allowed. 


AIR 1970 RAJASTHAN 149 (V 57 C 34) 
D. M. BHANDARI AND V. P. ITAGI, JJ. 

Kalusingh and others. Appellants v. Trans- 
port Appellate Tribrmal and others. Res- 
pondents. 

Civil Writ Petns. Nos. 465, 378, 492 and Spe- 
cial Appeal No. 21 of 1967, D/-9-10-1963. 

(A) Motor Vehicles Act (1939), Sec- 
tions 57 (8), 48 (3) (ii) — Variation 

of conditions — Application for in- 
creasing number of scnices — No m.xxi- 
mum number of daily services mentioned 
in appficant’s permit — Appfiention could 
not be treated as one for vaiying conditions 
of permit so as to attract S. 57 (8). AIR 
1967 Raj 269, Reversed. 

Section 57 of the Motor Vehicles Act, 
1939, will not be attracted unless in the 
permit a condition has been attached lay- 
ing down the maximum number of services 
proposed to be proWded in relation to the 
route. The Legislahue has chosen to treat 
an application to vary the condition of any 
permit only when it is either for the inclu- 
sion of a new route or it is for increasing 
the number of services above the specified 
maximum. In the case of a new route, 
the permit-holder is seeking to include in 
his route another length of route which was 
not included in liis permit. Obviously, 
there is good reason to treat such an appli- 
cation as an application for the grant of a 
new permit But the application for in- 
crease in the number of services cannot ho 
deemed to be an appheation for vaiying the 
conditions of permits by increasing the 
number of services above the specified 
maximum when no maximum number of 
dailv services is mentioned in the applicant’s 
permit (P.aras 12. IS) 

This view is fortified by S. 48 (3) lii) of 
the Act Tlie word “specified" anpearing in 
that section cannot he ignored which means 
that there must ho a .^ccifie niention in 
the permit of the m.aximum nurn’ucr of ser- 
vices. jVIR 19Gi, Baj 2G9, Reversed. 

(Pam 13) 

(B) Motor Vehicles .Act (19.39), S. 57 (S) 

>rcw permit — Application for nflovinr; 

few more trips by s.nm c vclu'clc — Condl - 

CM/AN/B301/C3/.MBn/\V 
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tion laying down maTiTnnTn number of ser- 
vices in relation to route not attached to 
applicants permit — Application cannot be 
treated as one for neev permit. 

(Para 14) 

(C) Motor VeWeles Act (1939), S. 48 (as 
amended by Act 100 of 1936) — ^Fixation of 
time-table — liegional Transport Authori^ 
is not acting in quasi-Judidal manner. AIR 
1932 Mad 276 ami AIR 1962 bladh Fra 7, 
Dissent from — (Constitution of India, 
Art 226). 

The words “approved time-table" appear- 
ing m S. 43 (3) (iv) of the Motor Vehicles 
Act, 1939, signify that bme-table is to bo 
approved by the Regional Transport Autho- 
rity. But neither these words nor any other 
provision in the Act or the Rules lay down 
the procedure for drawing up a time-table. 
In the matter of fixation of time-table, the 
Regional Transport Anthony is not acting 
in a quasi-judicial manner for the foRowing 
reasons: 

Firstly, the main detemuning test for 
ascertaining whether an act authorised by 
statute is auasi-iudidal or administrative 
act is whether the statute has expressly or 
Impliedly imposed on (he statutory boay to 
act judicially. In the matter of drarviog 
up the time-table no statutory duty has 
been cast on the Regional Transport AuthcK 
rity to act judicially. AIR 19o9 SC 107, 
Bel. on. 

Secondly, the provisions of the Motor 
Vehicle Act sho%v that in the matter of ap- 
mving a time-table, the Regional Traosp(^ 
Authority Is merely regulatmg the running 
of the vehicles on a particular route. As 
against this, the only circumstance which 
has some relevance in taldng the other view 
is that financial Interests of some of the 
easting operators are likdy to be affected ' 
to some extent. This by itself is no ground 
to take the view that the Regional Trans- 
port Authority in fixing the time-table 
should act in a quasi-iudia'al manner. AIR 
1984 SC 1573, Ref.; AIR 1932 Mad 276 
and AIR 1962 Madh Fra 7, Disseot. from. 

(Paras 16, 29) 

Therefore^ the Re^onal Timisport Autho- 
rity Is not bound to fix the time-table after 
giving opportunity of hearing to all the coo- 
cemra operators. But this does not mean 
that the Regional Transport Authority will 
draw up the time-table without taldng into 
account the views of the various operators ply- 
ing on the route. Even when an authority is 
passing an administrative order, such autbev 
rity exercises its discretion after taking mto 
account all the relevant circumstances. The 
Re^onal Transport Authority may first pass 
a provisional order fixing the time-table and 
then it may hear the oiierators co n cerned 
and make such alterations in the time-table 
as may appear to it to be desirable. In 
doing all this, the Regional Transport Autho- 
rity, though acting in administrative capa- 
city, would only be doing its duty in a man- 
ner which will give satisfaction to all con- 
cerned and it is expected even of an ad- 


ntinlstrative authority fiiat, wfifl© passing an 
administrative order it ww not act in an 
arbitraty manner but in a manner which 
wfli lake file interest of the public and 
fiiose affected by that order. (Para 30) 

The only object to fix a provisional time- 
table bv the Regional Transport Authority 
is to allow timings for those vehicles whicn 
are likely to be kept idle if provisionally 
they are not given any timings by the 
Regional Transport Authority and such 
time-table is always subject to revisipn. 
There is nothiug contrary to law in doing 
this. \Vbere the number of persons affect- 
ed by a particular decision is so great as 
to make it practically impossible for them 
all to be given an opportunity of hearing, 
tbs State Goveinment may provide for a 
rule that a provisional time-table may be 
fixed by the Regional Transport Authority 
or by any person to whom the poiver is 
deleted by the Re^onal Transport Autho- 
rity and fiien a hearing may be granted to 
all the operators who are likely to be affect- 
ed by the time-table and final time-table 
may, thereafter, bo drawn up. “Judicial 
Beview of Administrativo Action" by Smith, 
Referred with approvaL" (Para 31) 

(D) Motor Vefecles Art (1939), S. 48 — 
Fixation of provisional time-table — Regional 
Transport Authority can fix rucb time-table. 

(Fora 81) 

(E) Motor VebiciH Act (1939), Ss. 64. 48 
(as amended by Act 100 of 1956) — Right 
of appeal on ground of variatiem of condi- 
tion — Variatiro in timetable Is not varia- 
tion of condition and as such no appeal Ues 
on that ground. AIR 1962 Mys 215 and 
AIR 1962 Mys 161 and AIR 1060 Ker lU 
and AIR 1939 Andh Fra 429 and AIR 1661 
Madh Fra 367, Dissent, from. 

Merely because a fixed time-table is men- 
tioned in a permit, it cannot be said that by 
variation of the time-table, there is a varia- 
tion in the condition of the permit because 
It is the exhibition part and punctuality 
aspect of the conditions which must ' be 
deemed to be the essential parts of these 
conditions and unless there is variation in 
these essential parts there is no variation in 
the eye of law. The condition is to be 
gathered from the entire language inserted 
in (be permit. If a permit contains condi- 
tions in terms of S. 43 (3) (iii) or S. 48 (3) (iid 
of the Motor Vehicles Act, then such 
language will be applicable to any time- 
table that may be fixed from time to time, 
and variation in the time-table will not be 
a variation in condition of permit and as 
such no appeal lies under S. 64 (b) of the 
Acton that ground. AIR 1937 Rai 312 (FB), 
Folk; AIR 1032 Mad 513 and AIR 1953 Ker 
339 and AIR 1953 Ker 341 and AIR 1960 
Ker 339 and AIR 1968 Ker 137 and AIR 
1939 Pat 5S0 and AIR 1958 Vin Pra 44, 
Rel. on; AIR 1962 Mys 215 and AIR 1962 
Mys 161 and AIR 1960 Ker 111 and AIR 
1939 Andh Pra 429 and AIR 1961 Madh 
Rn 367, Dissent, from, 

(Paras 36, 38, 39 and 40) 
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(1957) AIR 1957 Raj 312 (V 44) = 

^R (19o7) 7 Raj 806 (FT), Jairam- 
das V. Regional Transport Autibo- 
rity, Jodhpur S3 

(1956) AIR 1956 Raj 142 (V 43) = 

ILR (1956) 6 Raj 751 (FB), Malik- 
ram v. Re^onal Transport Autho- 
rity, Jaipur 19 

(1956) AIR 1956 Vin Pra 44 (V 43), 
Anandram v. Damodardas 89 

(1952) AIR 1952 SC 192 (V 39) = 

1952 SCR 583, Veerappa Pillai v. 

Raman and Raman Ltd. UA 

(1952) AIR 1952 Mad 276 (V 39) = 
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Mudaliar v. State of Madias 15, 28 
(1952) AIR 1952 Mad 545 (V 39) = 
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D. P. Gupta and B. L. Maheshrvari, 
for Petitioner in W. P. No. 465 of 1967; 
J. G. Chhangani, for Respondents Nos. 3 to 
14; M. M. Tiwari, for Petitioner in W. P. 
No. 378 of 1967; A. L. Mehta, for Non- 
Petitioners Nos. 2 to 7; M. M. Tiwari, for 
Petitioner in W. P. No. 492 of 1967; Ram- 
raj Vyas, for Non-Petitioners Nos. 4 to 9: 
B. L. Maheshwari, for Petitioner in Special 
Appeal No. 21 of 1967; J. G. Chhangani, 
for Respondents. 

BHANDA^ J. : These four cases raise 
similar questions of law in one form or the 
other and, therefore, they are decided by 
one single judgment The first three cases 
are the writ applications under Article 226 
of the Constitution and the fourth case is 
a special appeal imder Section 18 of the 
Rajasthan High Court Ordinance from tho 
judgment of a Single Judge. 

2. We first take up CiWl Writ Petn. 
No. 465 of 1967 viz. Kalu Singh v. Trans- 
port Appellate Tribunal Rajastlian and 
others. Briefly stated the facts of this case 
are that the petitioner is an operator on 
Bikaner-Noklia-Salasar route 128 miles 
in length. His contention is that Uiere are 
twelve non-temporary' stage carnage 
mits granted to various operators including 
the petitioner on the aforesaid route who 
run four return services per dav according 
to the time-table approved by the Regional 
Transport Authority, Bikaner The nom 
petitioners Nos. 3 to 22 are Uie operatois 
of Bikaner-Nokha route of 40 milM m 
length and is completely overlapped by 
Bikaner-Nokha-Sal.Tsar route. There are -0 
Lses performing 12 daily return f 
on tliis route in accordance with the tim^ 
table approved by the Regional Transport 
Authority BLLaner. The petitioner h.is .also 
mentioned that there are other tlirce routes, 
namely (D BiLaner-Jaipur route, (2 No,.h,a 
sSarb route, and (3) Sa as.ar-Supng.irh 
Sm on which buses arc pljang by scvc.^ 
Sidt holders. Bikancr-Jaipur route corn- 
el Adrians the BLkaner-S.alasar route 
Ae othe? iwrroiitcs are completely 
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Rglagar rout© is ovcTCrowded particularly 
upto Nolcha inasmuch as considerable num- 
ber of buses are plying on the said route 
every day, there being 21 vehicles leaving 
BOcaner for Nolcha every day and vice 
versa- The time-lag between the tunings 
fixed for the departure of any two vehicle 
is comparatively very narrow as compared 
to the oAer two routes. The petitioner has 
further alleged that non-petitioners Nos. 3 
to 22 submitted a joint application before 
the Regional Transport Authority, Bikaner, 
for grant of three more tunings to them 
and for the change of the existing timinm. 
The Regional Transport Authority publish- 
ed the substance or the aforesaid aimh'ca- 
tion in the Rajasthan Gazette datra 7lh 
July, 1966 in accordance with the provi- 
sions of Section 57 (8) of the Motor Vehi- 
cles Act (hereinafter called the Act) inviting 
objectiom in respect diereof within a 
period of 30 days of the publication. The 
petitioner submitted objections against the 
aforesaid applieabon. The Regional Trans- 
port Authority, Bikaner, without giving 
notice of hearing to the petitioner and 
behind his back passed an omer by circula- 
tion on Idth September, 1966 increasing 
the number of services on the Bikaner- 
Noldia route from 12 to 15 and also alter- 
ing the timings of the existing services — 
the result of which was that one of the 
existing services was closed, while four 
new services were created. Ihis caused 
great incooveoience and hardship to the 
petitioner and the other operators of' the 
Blkaner-Nokha-Salasar route. The new 
timings came in conflict \vith the timiDS 
of the buses plying on Eikaner'Nokha-Sa& 
sar route. The petitioner, when he came 
to know of the resolution of the Remonal 
Transport Authority, filed an appeal Before 
the Transport Apellate Tribunal against 
that resolution. This appeal >vas dismiss^ 
by the Transport Appellate Tribunal on the 
1st August, 1967 on the ground that no 
Mpeal lay against the ofoct of Regional 
Transport Authority altering the timing of 
services. The petitioner fias contendOT in 
this writ petition that in dismissing the ap- 

E eal of the petitioner, the Transport Appel- 
te Tribunal had refused to exercise juris- 
diction vested in it and has prayed that the 
order of the Tran^rt Appellate Tribunal 
be quashed and it be directed to bear the 
app^ and decide it according to law. In 
the alternative, it is urged t&t by a writ 
of certiorari or any other svrit or airection, 
the order of the Regfonal Transport Autho- 
rity Bikaner dated 19th September, 19^ 
be quashed as that authority passed that 
order without aSording the petitioner an 
opportunity of hearing as required under 
Section 57 of the Act. - 

8. Notice of this writ petition was given 
to the opposite parties. A reply has bera 
filed by non-petitioners Nos. Q to 22. They 
have stated that no objection was filed 
the petitioner before the Re^oitil Trans- 
port Authority Bikaner in respert of tiie ap- 


plication filed by the answering non-peti- 
tioners. the substance of which had been 
published in the Rajasthan Gazette. It is 
contended that the Re^onal Transport 
Authority, Bikaner, was perfectly justified 
in law in deciding by circulatidii whether 
the application of the non-petitioners 
should oe allowed or not. It is also con- 
tended that the petitioners had no right of 
appeal to the 'Iransport Appellate Tnbunal 
as there was no variation or the conditions 
of the permit granted to opposite parties 
Nos. 3 to 22 and as such the Transport 
Appellate Tribunal was justified in rejecting 
the app^ of the petitioner on the •preli- 
minary poinL 

4. In essence, the foUoiving two ques- 
tions arise for our consideration In this writ 
petition t 

(1) Whether the Regional Transport 
Authority Bikaner was bound to act in a 
quasi judicial manner in deciding the appli- 
(^OQ for the grant of three more timings 
of non-petitioners Nos. 3 to 22. 

(2) VvTiether the order of the Regional 
Transport Authority, dated the 19th Septem- 
ber, 1968 which is Annexure 3 amounted 
to a variation of the conditions of permits of 
non-petitioners Nos. 3 to 22 and as such an 
appeal lay to the Transport Appellate Tii- 
bonal. 

5. Tbe petitioner filed an appeal against 
that order to the Transport Appellate 'lU* 
buna] under Section $4 (b) of the Act. 

6. We first take up tbe first question. 
Chapter IV of the Act provides for control 
of transport vehicles. Under Section 44 of 
tbe Act, the Regional Transport Authority 
Bikaner was constituted and ,it was to exer- 
cise and discharge the powers and func- 
tions conferred by or uimer Chapter IV of 
tbe Act. Section 46 lays down that an ap- 
plication lor a permit in respect of a ser- 
vice of stage carriage or to use a particular 
motor vehicle as a stage carriage shall, as 
far as may be. contain the following parti- 
culars, namely — 

(a) die route or routes or the area or 
areas to which the application relates; 

(b) the number of v^cles it is proposed 
to operate in relation to each route or area 
and the type and seating capacity of each 
vehicle; 

(c) the miDirrmm and maximum number 
of daily services proposed to be provided 
in relation to each route or area and tbe 
time table of the normal services; 

(«R the number of vehicles intended to 
be kept In reserve to maintain the service 
and to provide for special occasions; 

(e) the arrangements intended to be 
made for the housing and repair of tbe 
vehicles, for the conuort and convenience 
of passengers and for the storage and safe 
custody or luggage; 

' (f) sudi other matters as may be pres- 
cribe 

_ 7. Section 47 envisages that an applica- 
tion may be made for one permit m res- 
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pect of a service of a number of stage 
carriages or it may be made for a pennit 
in reject of one particular motor vebicle. 
Rule 83 of the Rajasthan Motor Vehicles 
Rules (hereinafter called the _ Rides) pro- 
vides for the form of application for such 
permits. It has been provided that the aj^ 
plication for a permit in respect of a parti- 
cular stage carriage will be in the form 
P. St P. A., and in respect of a service of 
stage carriages in form P. St. S. A. The 
forms of permits as provided under Rule 84 
provide two different forms. When the 
application is for a permit in respect of the 
service of stage carriage, the maximum 
number, of services which the applicant is 
to ply at any one time under the terms of 
the permit and also the maximum nmnher 
of vehicles and the minimum number of 
daily vehicle trips are to be mentioned in 
the application. Reference in this connec- 
tion may be made to items 5 and 6 of 
Form P. St. S. A. But these particfoars 
are not to be mentioned in respect of an 
application for a pennit in respect of a 
particidar stage carriage. Reference may be 
made to Form P. St. P. A. This distinc- 
tion is also there in the two lands of per- 
mits to be issued. The form of permit in 
respect of a particular stage carnage ^ 
form P. St. P., while the form of permit 
in respect of service of stage carriages is 
Fonn P. SL S. In the latter, the type or 
types of vehicles to be used on the^ service 
is riven in the permit, one permit being 
sufficient for a number of vehicles. Rule 
provides that one copy of Part B of the 
permit shall be issued in respect of, every 
vehicle authorised by the penmt and \mere 
the permit relates to more than one yehic^ 
each such copy shall carry, in admtion ro 
the number of the permit, a separate ser^ 
number contained in braclcets after the 
number of die permit. ^ 

8. Section 48 provides for grant ot 
stage carriage permit The relevant part ot 
this section runs as follows : 


“48. Grant of stage carriage permts. 

(1) Subject to the provisions ot bee. 4/, 
a Regional Transport Authority ma>', on an 
application made to it ■ under_ Sechon 4^ 
grant a stage carriage permit m accordmre 
widi the application or with such mooihci^ 
dons as it cfcems fit or refuse to grant such 

^ P^ded that no such pennit shall bo 
granted in respect of any route or area no 
specified in the application. 

(2) Everj' stage caniage permit shall bo 

expressed to be valid only for a specifi 
route or for a specified area. c 

(3) The Regional Transport Authontj, it 
it decides to grant a stage carnage 

may grant the pennit for a semce ot stag 

aarriages of a specified desenphon or lor 

one or more pafo'cular stage carnages, ana 

may, subject to anj' rules that may be mane 

under this Ac^ attach to the 

one or more of foe foUovring coadihoas, 

namely: 


(i) that the service or any specified part 
thereof shall be commenced with effect 
horn a specified date; 

(ii) the minimum and maximum number 
of daily services to be maintained in rela- 
tion to any route or area generally or on 
specified days and occasions; 

(iii) that copies of the time-table of the 
service or of particular stage carriages ap- 
proved by the Regional Transport Autho- 
rity shall be exhibited on the vehicles and 
at specified stands and halts on the route 
or within the area; 

(iv) that the service shall be operated 
withhi such margins of deviation froni the 
approved time-tame as the Regional Trans- 
port Authority may from time to time 
specify; 


6di) that fares shjdl be charged in ac- 
cordance with the approved fare table; 

(xiii) that a copy of, extract _ from, the 
fare table approved by the Regional Trans- 
port Authorify and particulars of any spe- 
cial fares or rates of fares so approved for 
particular occasions shall be exmbited on 
every stage carriage and at specified stands 
and halts; 


’(xx) that the conditions of the _ permit 
shall not be departed from save xvith the 
approval of the Regional Transport Autho- 

”%xi) that the Regional Transport Auffio- 
rity may, after gi^’b^g notice of not less 
than one month, — 

(a) vary the conditions of the permit; 

(b) attach to the permit further condi- 
tions; 


(xxiii) any other conditions which may be 
prescribed.’ 

9. Section 57 prorides for the proce- 
dure in applying for and granting permits. 
The relevant pruts of this section are as 


follows : 

Section 57 

“(4) An application for a stage ^imago 
permit or a public carriers pennit shall be 
made not less than six. 
date on which it is dMued tiiat llio permit 
shall take effect, or, if tlio Re^monal Trans- 
port Authority appoints dates for 
receipt of such applications, on such dates. 

(S) An apph’cation to vai>' the conditions 
of any permit, other tlian a temporal^- per- 
mit bv the inclusion of a nmv' route or 
rentes 'or a new area, or in . the ease of a 
sta're carriage permit, hj iDCrca-..n„ *5 
Smber of servaccs above the specified 
SSmum or in the case of a contract 
Sge ^rmit or a public careers permit 
hTinCTe^ingtho niimhcrof vehicles cover- 
ed by the'permit shall bo trcatcrl us an 
Sph-ration for the grant of a nesv permit. 

Provided th-at it sl.all not be 
to treat an apph'caboa made b> tlm horac* 
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of a stage carriage permit who provides the 
only service on any route or in any area to 
increase the frequency of the service so 
provided, without any increase in the nurzK 
her of vehicles.” 

10. Rules 78 provides for the manner 
in which the business of the Transport 
Authorities is to be conducted. The rd©> 
vant provision of thin nJe is Rule 78 (c); 

Rule 78 (c) 

“Save in the case of the hearing of an 
objection to the grant of a stage carriage 
permit or of a public carrier’s permit and 
m the case of the bearing of a representa- 
tion under sub-section (6) of Section SI of 
the Act, the State or a Regional Transport 
Authority, as the case may be, may decide 
any matter wthoul holding a meeting Iw 
the majority of the votes of members record- 
ed in wnting and send to the Secretary.” 

11. After setting out the relevant pro- 
visions, we now proceed to consider the 
first question. _ The question is whether a 
Regional Transport Authority is to act in a 
quad judicial manner in ^proving a time- 
table. It may, however, be said at once 
that the Remonal Tran^wrt Authority has 
t\TO kinds or functions to perform. It has 
certain hmettons which It must perform in 
a quasi judicial manner and the other func- 
tions it can perform altogether in an ad- 
ministetive manner. 

11-A. In Veerappa FiUai v. Baman and 
Raman Ltd., AIR 1932 SC 192 (196), the 
Supreme Court has observed: 

"The Motor Vehicles Act is a statute 
which creates sew rights and Uabihties and 
prescribes an elaborate procedure ' for their 
legulati^ No one is entitled to a penmt 
as of right even if he satisfies all the pres- 
cribed conditions. The gr^t of a permit 
is entirely within the discretioa of the 
bansport authorities and naturally depends 
on several circumstances which have to be 
taken into account. The Regional Trans- 
port Authesity and the Provindal Trans- 
port Authority are entrusted under Sec. 42 
wth this power. They nuy be described 
as administrative bodies eseictsiae qimsi 
judicial functions in the matter of &e grant 
of permits. Under Rule 3 of the Madias 
Motor Vehicles Rules, the Re^onal Trans- 
port Authority is called the Road Traffic 
Board and tne Provincial Transport Autho- 
rity is caUed the Central Road Tra^ 
Board. These bodies or authorities are con- 
stituted by the Provincial Government. 

The matters which are to be taken Into 
account in panting or refusing a stage 
carriage iwiuiit are specified in Section 47. 
By delegation under Rule 134-A, the Secro- 
tmy of the Road»Traffic Board may eseicise 
certain powers as regards the giant or r^ 
fosal of stage carriage permits and under 
Rule 136, there is an an>eal to the Board 
from these orders. SirnOw powers of delejp- 
tion are vested in the Secretary to the 
Central Board and an appeal lies to the 
Central iBoard under Rule 14S (1). From 


an original order of the Road Traffic Board 
there is an appeal to the Central Board 
and from the onginal orders of the Central 
Board to the Government, vide Rules 147 
and 148. An amendment introduced by 
die Madras Act XX of 1948 and fouiKi as 
Section 64-A in the Act vests a power o£ 
revision in the Provincial Government. 

Besides this specific provision, there is a 
general provision in S. 43A, that the Provin- 
cial Government may issue such orders and 
directions of a general character as it may 
consider necessary to the Provincial Trans- 
port Authority or a Regional Transport 
Authority in respect of any matter relating 
to road transport; and such transport autho- 
rity shall give effect to all such orders and 
diiectioQS. There is, therefore, the regular 
hierarclw of admiiustrative booies establish- 
ed to with the regi^tion of Transport 
by means of motor v^'cles. 

Thus we have before us a complete and 
precise scheme for regulating the issue of 
permits, providing what matters are to ha 
taken into consideration as relevant, and 
prescribing appeals and revisions from sub- 
Oidinate boches to higher authorities. The 
remedies for the redress of grievances or 
the correction of errors are found in the 
statute itself and it is to these remedies 
that resort must generally be had. As 
observed already, the issue or refusal of 
permits is solely within the discretion of 
the transit authorities and Is not a matter 
rf right*^ 

12. It is contended before us that an 
application to vary the time-table is to vatv 
tne conditions of a permit, and as such, u 
must-be treated as an application for gi^t 
of a new permit and in deciding such an 
application, it is incumbent on the Rem'onal 
Transport Authority concerned to follow 
the entire procedure laid down in Sec. 57 
and to decide the application in a quasl- 
f^udidal manner after nearing the pmties. 
We may, however, point out that Sec, 57 
(8) b attracted only when an application b 
to vary the conditious of permit by inclu- 
rion or a new route or a new area or in 
the case of a stage carriage permit by 
increasing the number of services above 
the speeffied maximum. The application of 
noo-petitioueis Nos. 3 to 22 was not for 
inclusion of a new route or new area. It 
has to be examined whether it could be 
troted as an application to vary the condi- 
tioas of a permit fay increasing the num- 
ber’ of services above the specified maxi- 
mum. In ihb case, each of the non-peti- 
tioners Nos. 3 to £2 held a permit to use a 
particular motor vehicle as a stage carriage 
and none of them had a permit in respect 
of a service of stage carriages. In none of 
die permits of petitioners Nos. 3 to 22 was 
there any condition relating to the mini- 
mum or maximum number of services to bo 

r rided In relation to Bikaner-Nokha route. 

our opinion, the applieab'on of non-peti- 
tioneis Nos. 3 to 22 for increase in the 
mimher of trips cannot be deemed to be an 
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plication for varying the conditions of 
their permits by increasing the number of 
services above the specified maximum. No 
maximum number of daily services was 
mentioned in any of their permits and this 
part of clause (8) of Section 57 is attracted 
only when the permit holder seeks to in- 
crease the nmnber of services above the 
maximum number of services and not 
otherwise. In Moolaram v. Regional Trans- 
port Authority Bikaner reported in AIR 
1967 SC 269, from which the spedal a{> 
eal is before us, it was contended on 
ehalf of the petitioner before the Single 
Judge that when the number of services is 
to be increased by the Regional Transport 
Authority, the procedinre prescribed under 
Section ^ of the Act is to be followed and 
reliance was placed on Section 57. (8). The 
learned single Judge overruled the conten- 
tion raised in reply that Section 57 (8) wiU 
be attracted only when the Re^onal Trans- 
port Authority fixed the maximum number 
of services on the route by observing as 
foUows : 

"As I have obserc'ed above where only 
the time-table is fixed by the Regionm 
Transport Authority and no option is given 
to run fewer services as evisaged in the 
time-table it is implicit that the minimum 
as well as the maximum number of services 
permitted is the number of services provid- 
ed under the time-table. If this nmnber is 
to be increased. Section 57 (8) will be 
attracted and the procedure prescribed 
imder S. 57 has to be followed.” 

13. With great respect, we are of the 
view that Section 57 (8) of the Act will 
not be attracted unless in the permit a 
condition has been attached laying down 
the maximum number of services proposed 
to be provided in relation to the route. 
The Legislature has chosen to treat an ap- 
plication to vmy the condition of my per- 
mit only when it is either for the inclusion 
of a new route or it is for increasing the 
number of services above the specified 
maximum. In the case of a new route, the 
permit holder is seeking to include in his 
route another length of route ^yhich was 
not included in his permit Obviously there 
is good reason to treat such an application 
as an application for the grant of a new 
permit. Tliis Court had even before the 
amendment " of Section 57 (S) held that an 
application for inclusion of a new route 
must bo deemed an application for a fresh 
permit The other case to justify such 
treatment is in which it is prayed tliat the 
applicant bo permitted to increase tire nuni- 
ber of services above the specified mart 
mum. We have already examined Sec. •!/ 
.and the relevant rules for tlic form of a^ 
plication for permit and tiro form of the 
p>crmit It is only in the case of a stage 
carriage pennit in which the maximum 
number of services to be performed have 
to be specified that the question of appli- 
cation of Section 57 (S) may arise and not 
to any other case. Ordinarily such a condi- 


tion may be found in the pennit for a ser- 
vice of stage carriages. There may be an 
exceptional case when there is an applica- 
tion for a pennit to use a particular vehicle 
as a stage carriage and the undertalting is 
given that that vehicle will perform the 
minimiun and maximum number of daily 
services. But imless the ma.ximum number 
of services is specified in the permit there 
is no occasion to apply provision of Sec- 
tion 57 (8). The reason is that in such a 
case the permit-holder must be deemed to 
have exhausted his permit if he was already 
performing services upto certain ma.ximum 
number of services and if he wants to run 
more services, his application must be 
treated for the mant or a new pennit The 
observation of the learned Sin^e Judge is 
that when by the time-table fixed number 
of services are to be run and no option is 
given to run more services, it must be 
taken that the ma.ximum number of ser- 
vices permitted is the number of sendees 
provided under the time-table. This view, 
with CTeat respect, is not acceptable to us 
specially when we find that rmder Sec. 48 
(3) (ii) there is a specific reference that a 
condition in the following terms may be 
imposed ; 

"The maximum and minimum nmnber of 
daily services will be maintained in relation 
to any route or area generally or on speci- 
fied nays and occasions.” 

We cannot ignore the word “specified” 
which definitely means that tliore must be 
a specific mention in the permit of tlie 
maximum number of services. In our 
opinion. Section 57 (S) will not be attracted 
unless in a pennit the condition is attached 
laying dowm the ma.ximum number of ser- 
vices in relation to a route. 

14. It is next contended before us on 
behalf of the petitioner that the rasult of 
granting three more trips to non-petitioners 
Nos. 3 to 22 was as if they were granted 
three new permits on the Bikaner-Xoldia 
route and, therefore, the application of the 
non-petitioners for granting more trips must 
be treated as if they had applied tor the 
grant of three more new permits. Tliis 
argument is obviously untenable, as such a 
request by the existing permit holder can- 
not be tTMtcd as a fresh application for 
the grant of a new pennit unless the provi- 
sions of Section o/ (S) are attracted to it. 
In our opinion this provision of file statute 
can be invoked only when a condition is 
attached to a permit laying doum the .maxi- 
mum number of services in relation to a 
route. If such a conefition is not tliorc in 
the permit tiien application for .aliov.ang 
few' more trips by the same vehicle or 
vehicles cannot he faicca to bo an .applica- 
tion for fresh permit 

15. Learned counsel for tho .petitioner 
urged tli-at even if the case r^tiic netiiimier 
is not covered by Section oi, stiii ht the 
matter of drawln.s up or approving the 
time-table, tho Regional Trairsport Audio- 
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rity must act in a qaasi-mdidal jnaimer, 
as, sometimes the time-table has dras- 
tic effect on the rights of the existing per- 
mit-hoiders espechmy of the other routes 
which overlap the route in question and 
serious consequences may ensue therefrom 
by beeping one or few permit holders in 
an advantageous position by fixing their 
trip at a time when there is great rush of 
passengers, while tiie others may be niin* 
ed by giving them such timings when the 
passenger traffic is at its lowest Learned 
counsel argued that sudi hardships can be 
obviated only when the Regional Transport 
Authority acts in a <TOaswudicial manner 
and fixes the time-table after hearing the 
objectors. In this connection he pointedly 
drew our attention to the following observa- 
tions of Subba Rao J. (as he then ^vas) in 
A. Vedachala hfudaliar v< State of Madras, 
AIR 1932 Mad 278. 

"But they contended that the Remonal 
Transport Authority or other trihunals in 
the hierarchy are not exercising the fimc- 
tion as quasi-judidal bodies in regulating 
tunings in respect of the buses. They 
arguM that the said authority in firin g the 
timings or modifying them laier on is only 
performing an admtoistrative act. I regret 
my Inabihty to agree with their contentions. 

I have already pointed out that the change 
of timings thbu^ sup^cially appear to 
be innocuous may lead to the results which 
may affect the parties financially to a sub- 
stantial degree. There cannot uerefore be 
any distinctioo In prindple why the Legis' 
lature should have made a distinctioa ia 
regard to the chafer of the enquiry be- 
tween the issue of a permit and the change 
of tunings. Indeed one of the important 
particulars to be meationed in the applica- 
tion is the time-table if any of the service 
to be provided. AVhen that application 
containing that particular is ^en notice of 
to the persons interested or other autho- 
rities mentioned in Section 47 th^ are 
entitled to msbe their representations in 
respect of that time-table. Section 47. (2) 
empowers the Regioi^ Transport Autho- 
rity to reject a permit if it is satisfied that 
the time-table furnished may affect the 
eed limit prescribed by the provisions of 
e Act. But before it could do so it has 
to &ve an opportunity to the applicant to 
amend the time-table. After hearing the 
representations made and considering the 
matters contained in Sec. 41. the Bgional 
Transport Authority can regulate the 
timings under Section 48. It could also 
mabe it a condition to the permit issued to 
any person that the time-table should be 
exhibited on his bus and its terms observ- 
ed. Presumably in this case the observa- 
tion of the time-table must have been 
made a condition of the permit. If fixisg 
the time-table in the first instance could be 
made only by adopting judicial procedural 
it is unreasonable to bold that under 
Rule 269 the Regional Transport Aulhozi^ 
could modify the timetable ux an adminr- 


stiative capacity for if that be so the ssd^ 
enanis provided by Jho Legislature would 
Be defeated.” 

10. We may at this stage point out that 
neither in the Act nor in the Rules any 
specific provision, has been made how and 
in what manner a time-table is to be drawn 
up. Section 48 before its amendment by 
Act No. 100 of 1950 contained four sub- 
dauses. Clausa (c) expressly provided that 
the Regional Transport Authority may re- 
gulate timings of stage carriage. Thus 
under the oH law it was merely a regula- 
tory duty cast on the Regnal Transport 
Authority. It can be nothing mote under 
the new amended Act, Neither under the 
new law nor under the old law, any speci- 
fic provision was made as to how this duty 
was to be performed. At least, there is 
nothing to snow that this duty is to bo 
performed in a quasi judic^ manner. 
Under Section 48 we find reference to the 
time-table. Under Section 48 (3) (iii) it has 
been stated that lie time-table must have 
been approved by the Regional Transport 
Aulhoritj'. In sub-section (3) clause yv), 
the words used are “approved time-tabie,” 
These words no doubt signify that time- 
table is to be approved Ify the Re^onal 
Transport Authority. But oeither- these 
words POT any other provision ’ in the Act 
or the Rules ]ay down the procedure for 
drawing up a tune-table. Thus there is no 
statutory requirememt that in drawing up a 
time-taole, the Regional Transport Autbo- 
rify must act in a quasi-judidal manner. 

17. We have to examine whether there 
are other dreumstances from which it can 
be infer^ that tiie Regional Transport 
Authority must act ix a quasi-judidal 
manner in dra'ving up a time-table. This 
may be considered from different aroects 
susi as (1) the nature of the duty perform- 
ed, (2) the body by vtiich this duty is to 
be pdformed and its effect on the 
interests of permit-holdera. 

18. Coming to the nature of the duty 
to be performed by the Regional Trans- 
port Authority in drawing up a time-table, 
it may be pointed that lor very justifiable 
grounds, the time-table approved by the 
R. T. A. at the time of the grant of a per- 
mit may have to be changed from tune 
to time during the life of a permit and 
such a change be Justified from the 
point of -view of the public convenience as 
well as the interest of the permit-holder. 
For example, if on a route some new per- 
mit are granted, then fte old time-table of 
tile existing peimit-holderS is likely to be 
changed. Then, again, it may be requited 
that new stoppages may be introduce on 
the route and this will also affect a change 
in the time-table. Even change in the 
weather in the year may affect the timings. 
A time-table of a permit-holder, when a 
permit Is issued, is thus liable to change 
several times during the period for which 
his permit is valid which period is normally 
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three to five years. Under certain changed 
cdrcumstances the tunings given in the per- 
mits may lose all the significance and 
change in the existing time-table may be- 
come imperative. Thus the duty cast on 
the Regional Transport Authority to fix the 
time-table may have to be performed by 
it several times during the ^riod of the 
vali^ty of a particular permit Then again 
at the time when there is either a Mela or 
a festival, it becomes the duty of the 
Regional Transport Authority to make 
arrangement for the passengers on such un- 
usual occasions by providing more trips to 
the existing buses for the convenience and 
in the interest of the public. Sometimes to 
cope with the passenger traffic, even tenn 

§ orary permits are required to be granted 
y it. Thus we see that neither the R. T. A^ 
nor the permit-holders in such imusi^ 
conditions can treat the time-table fixed by 
the R. T. A. as sacrosanct and if the traffic 
needs demand a departure from the exist- 
ing time-table, the R. T. ^ should imt 
hesitate to discharge its duties towards me 
travelling public by sticking to the existing 
time-table. 


19. There is yet another irnportant 
aspect of tVii<; matter and it is_ that in most 
cases in this State, stage carriages are run 
not according to any fixed time-table grant- 
ed to each permit-holder but according to 
the rotation in which his txun comes. Usual- 
ly there are a number of perimt-holdma on 
a particular route and time-table is drawn 
up not with reference to &e permits ot 
particular vehicles but xvith reference to 
the, number of services to be picvaded on 
that route and each vehicle performs 

trip in rotation wii the other. This memod 
of performance of trips in rotabcm been 
approved by this Court in the Full Brach 
in Mahkram v. Re^onal Transport Autho- 
rity, AIR 1956 Raj 142 (FB). It was not 
held to be in contravention of Rule JU. 

20. All these consideration only go to 
show that the purpose of dra^^g 
time-table has to be taken very 

the period of validity of pennit of smge 
carriage and in the case where rotabon 
system is working, the only tune-table 
can be attached to the permit of perm - 
holder is that ho w'ould operate me 
in rotation within such margin of devaahon 
from tlie time-table as may be _ 

^m time to time by the Regmnal T . - 

port Authorify for llie route. For t^ a^ 
plication for grant of permit, it is s 
if tiie applicant mentions tliat he 
operate bis service according to me 
table fixed by tlio Regional Trans^rt 
AuOiorih'' from time to time. In om" op. on, 
there is nolliing wrong in tins. Ra ^ 
is much more realistic. An appbc.int x 
he makes an application, usually dc^s 
know full well, unless of course he is a 
lone man on tlio route, tlie timings mr 
trips at the time when he makes an 
plication. ;V\Ticn the permit is granted, ic 


may not be possible to ^ve him any fixed 
time-table for his vehicle. He may have no 
vefficle at the time permit is grated and 
time may he granted for procuring a vehi- 
cle. A permit may he granted with the 
condition attached to it that he will operate 
the vehicle according to the time-table fix- 
ed by the Regional Transport Authority 
from time to time. In fact, this is what is 
being done in so many cases. For illustra- 
tion we may refer to tiro permits granted 
to the permit-holders in Smriar Gyansingh 
V. Region^ Transport Authority, D. B. 
Civil Writ Petn. No. 492 of 1967, wherein 
it has been mentioned that “the time-table 
to he observed punctually as fi.xed by the 
R. T, A.” In the conditions attached with 
the stage carnage permit, it xvas mention- 
ed as condition No. 1 that the permit- 
holder shall ply regu^ly the stage carri- 
age on the fixed timings in the manner 
required by the Regional Transport Autho- 
rity, Udaipur. The applicant Gurhachan- 
singh Kripalsingh in their application also 
did not give any time-table for the grant 
of permit and had only mentioned that they 
will operate according to the time-table as 
Rxed by tlie Regional Transport Authority. 
Similarly in writ petition No. 378/67 Janlti- 
lal V. Regional Transport Authority Udai- 
pur, the pennit granted mentioned “die 
time-table to be observed punctually as ik- 
ed by the R. T. A.” Iffio applicant Janlti- 
lal merely mentioned in the application 
that time-table was as per rules. 


21. As we have pointed out, it may ho 
lot possible for the Regional Transport 
iLuthority to give a time-table just at the 
ime when the apph’cation for pennit is 
ntmted or even at the time when the per- 
nit is issued. The tinpgs being liable to 
from time to time, tlio couxs^e thnt 
s usually adopted by the R. T, is that 
t is inserted, in the permit tliat ^e bme- 
able as approved from time to timp shall 
JO observed- If we examine Section 48 
3) (xii), wo find that tlie same is true vath 
to fares and it has been pointed out 
hat the condition tliat may bo attached to 
1 pennit may be tliat tlio fare shall bo 
’barged in accordance witli the approved 
are table. Tins approved faro table vaU 
30 liable to change from time to time. Iho 
;atne metliod may 1^ adopted wdh respect 
‘o the time-table. There is nollung 
in it 

Now wo consider the m.attcr from 
the rtand point of the authority wliich has 
been charged witii the duty o( .anprovmg 
die time-table under the .Act Uie I.ogional 
Transport Authority oxcrtrscs botii nominiv 
trativc and quasi judicial powt-rs. In dns 
connection, wo may refer to the followiiig 
observations in B. R.aj.agop.ala kaidu \. 
State Tra.nsnort Appellate .damn:, 

AIR 1904 SC loi3 = SCR I . 

Tills srficmo shmys tliat the lujrrclty 
of transport authorities coa.c.npL.vtl 
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the relevant provisions o£ the Act is c{o^ 
ed both ivith administrative and quasi-judi- 
rial functions and powers. It is ivell settl- 
ed that Sections 47, 48, 57. 60, 64 and 
64-A deal with quasi-judicial Mwera ^d 
functions. la other words, wnen applica- 
tions are made for permits under the rele- 
vant pTOvisions o! the Act and they a» 
considered on the merit^ particularly in 
the li^t of evaluation of the claim of Ao 
respective parties, the transport authorities 
are exercising quasi-judiaal powers and are 
discharging those functions, and so, orders 
passed hy them in exercise of those powers 
and in discharging those functions are 
quasi-judicial orders which are subject to 
the jurisdiction of the Hi^ Court under 
Article ^6, vide New PnGcash Transport 
Co., Ltd. v. Neiv Suwama Transport Co., 
Ltd., 1957 SCR 98 at p. 118 = (AIR 1957 
SC 232 at p. 241}, and M/s. Raman and 
Raman Ltd. v. State of Madras, (1959) 
Sum? (2) SCR .227 = (AIR 1959 SC 694). 
and R. Abdulla Rowlher v. State Transport 
A^^ellate Tnbunal, Madras, AIR 1959 SC 

23. It has been further observed that 
the field covered by Sections 42, 43 and 44 
is adroinistrative and does not include the 
area which is the subject-matter of the 
exercue of quasi judicm authority by the 
relevant Tribunals. 

24. The power of drawing im a time- 
table is to be gathered under Copter IV 
of the Act Section 43 (3) (iiil spraks of 
the exhibition of the time-table at sped- 
fied stands and baits on the route within 
the area. It may be gathered that it is the 
Regional Transport Authority which is to 
fix the stands and halts, but in specifying 
stands and halts, the Regional Transport 
Authority will be exeicisiag administrative 
and not quasi-judicial powers. Similarly, 
the word “spet^ed” ha« ^wen used in Seo 
tion 48 (3) (lii), (ix), (x), (xiv), fx^ii), (xi*) 
in connection with many other tnin gx. All 
these things are to be specified by the 
R. T. A. in the exercise of its administia- 
tive powers and not quasi judicial powers. 
Since (he Act has not specmcaiiy (ain any 
procedure to be follows by the B. T. A. 
while drawing up the time-table and thw 
power of fixmg the timings is spelled out 
out from Section 48 (3) (iii) of tn^e Act on 
the parity of reasoning we can safely con- 
clude that the power of fixing the Hm «>. 
table is the exercise of administrative power 
vested in the R. T. A. under Section 48 of 
the Act 

25. Next we proceed to consider in 
what maimei the interests of the existiDg 
operators are affected if by drawing a new 
time-table by which the Regional jjranspoit 
Authority h^ permitted more trips to some 
of the permit-holders. We may at the out- 
set menlioa that, generally speaking, the 
interests of an existing opOTtm are more 
or less likely to be affected if any new 
entrant comes in and to safeguard Ins 
interest^ provision has been ni^e under 


Se^on 57 of the Act to hear him. When 
such a new entrant has come in and If on 
a particular route the permit-holders are 
operating by rotation, financial interest of 
any operator is not affected by variation to 
the time-table if the number of services is 
increased. Rather on the increase of mm- 
ber of services, every pennit-holder plying 
vehide on that route is financially put to a 
better position. It is only in a case when 
on a particular road there are various 
routes overlapptog each other and it nny 
be that numoCT of trips are increased xvith 
regard to the operators on a particular 
route. The operators on the other route may 
be affected to some extent. But is it by 
itself a sufficient justification for holdtog 
that the Regional Transport Authority mmt 
exercise its powers after giving opiwrtuni^ 
to all the operators concerned to nave their 
say. Such operators cannot claim as a 
matter of ri^t that the number of trips of 
the other operaton cannot be increased. 
Their rights are not affected, though their 
monetary interests might be affected tp 
some extent. 

$6. Let us now examine the case law 
on the subject. We have already mention- 
ed that to AIR 1932 Mad 276. Subba 
Bao J. had taken the view that in fixing the 
timings, the Regional Transit Authority 
is p^ormtog a quasi judicial function. 
This case went in appeal to a Division 
Bench and the Division Bench of Raiaman- 
nar and Venkatarama Ayyor TJ., delivered 
the judgment on other points ^ut left the 
question about the nature of the order of 
8 BegioDal Transport Authority to fixing 
or tegulatiog timings open. 

27. The Madhya Pradesh Hf^ Court to 
Kishorilal v. Sexy. Regional Transport 
Authority Rewa, AIR 1962 Madh Pra 7, 
has taken the view that under Section 48 
(3) (iii) of the Motor Vehicles Act, fixing of 
time-table is a quasM'udidal act which 
should not be delegated by the Keitional 
Transport Authority to their Secretary. In 
our bumble opinion, this view does not 

to us because there ir oothing is 
Section 48 (3) (iii) showing that fixing of 
time-table is a quasi judicial act. Hiis 
case was cited before a Division Bench of 
this Court in an unreported case Civil Writ 
Petn. No. 267 of 1963 (Rap, Jhalawar Trans- 
port Co. V. R.TA., but the actual decision 
In that case is based on the ground that 
Secretary to the Renonal Transport Autho- 
rity in mat case hacT no authority under the 
provisions of the Act to fi.t the time-table. 
It cannot be taken that the Division Bench 
approved of the view taken in Kishorilal’s 
case, AIR 1962 Madh Pra 7, that the Re- 
^onm Transport Authority must act to a 
quasi judicial manner to fixing the time- 
t^le. 

28. There is yet another unreported 
case of this Court Civil Writ No. 107 of 
1967 (Raj), Hararilal Radhey Shyam v. 
Be^onal Transport Authority, Udaipur to 
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wbich it has been observed that proceed- 
ings for variation of the time-table are 
quasi judicial proceedings but there is no 
discussion on the point. 

29. We have examined the matter care- 
fully and for reasons which are summarised 
below, we are of the view that in the 
rnatter of fixation of time-table, the Re- 
gional’ Transport Authority cannot be said 
to be acting in a quasi judicial manner. 

(1) The irlain determining test for ascer- 
taining _ whether an act authorised by 
.statute is quasi-judicial or administrative 
act is whether the statute has expressly or 
imphedly imposed on the statutory body to 
act judicially (See Badhey Shyam Khare v. 
St^e of“ Madhya Pradesh, AIR 1959 SC 
107). We have already pointed out that in 
.tile matter of drawing up the time-table no 
statutory duty has been cast on the Re- 
taonal Transport Authority to act judicial- 
ly. The . main test for holding that the 
Regional Transport Authority should act in 
a quasi-judicial manner in draining up a 
time-table is not satisfied. 

(2) The duty of fixing a tirne-table has to 
be performed from time to time and some- 
times in an expeditious matmer and such a 
duty cannot be expected to be performed 
in a quasi-judicial manner. Sometimes it is 
not possible to give a fixed time-table at the 
time when permit is granted or refused. At 
other times, no time-table is fixed for a parti- 
cular stage carriage as in tlie case of a 
route in which the permit-holders are per- 
mitted to ply in rotation. The time-table 
is fixed not with reference to any particular 
stage carriage but with reference 
to the public needs and the x-arious permit- 
holders are to ply their vehicles in rota- 
tion without reference to any fixed _ time- 
table with regard to each stage carriage. 

(3) The provisions of the Motor Vehicles 
Act show that in the matter of approving 
a time-table, the. Regional Transport Autho- 
rity is merely regulating the running of the 
jvehicles on a particular route. As against 
this, the only circumstance which has some 
relevance in taking the other view is_ that 
financial interests of some of the existing 
operators are likely to be affected to some 
extent This by itself is no ground to take 

■ tlie view that the Regional Transport Autho- 
rity in fixing the time-table should act in 
a quasi-judicial manner. 

30. We, therefore, hold that the Regional 
Transport Aiitliority is not bound to fix fho 
Ume-table after gisnng opportunity of hear- 
ing to all the concerned operators. By this 

{we do not me,m to say mat the Regional 
Transport Authority . will draw up the time- 
table without taking into account the x-iews 
of the various operators plying on die route. 
Even when an authority is passing an ad- 
ministrative order, such audiority exercises 
its discretioa after talang into . account all 
the rdex-ant circumstances. The Regiomd 
Transport Authority may first pass a pro\-i- 
sional order fixing the time-tohle and then 


it may hear the operators concerned and, 
make such alterations in the tune-table as 
may appear to it to be desirable. In doing 
all this, the Regional Transport Authority 
concerned, though acting in admim’strative 
capacity, would only be doing its duty in a 
manner which will give satisfaction to all 
concerned and it is expected even of an 
administrative authority that w'hile passing 
an administrative order, it wall not act in an 
arbitrary manner but in a manner which 
will take the interest of the pubhc and those 
affected by that order. 

31. It has been contended before us that 
there is no power in the R. T. A. to 
fix a provisional time-table. The 
only object to fix a provisional time-table 
bv the Regional Transport Authority is to 
allow timings for those vehicles which aro 
likely to be kept idle if provisionally they 
are not given any timings by the Reeioniil 
Transport Authority and such time-table is 
always subject to revision. In our opinion, 
there is nothing contrary to law in doingi 
this. Smith in ms treatise “Judicial Revaew 
of Administrative Action” while discussing 
the cases where the rule of audi alteram 
partem may be excluded has concluded by 
saying thus: 

‘The catalogue of excepb'ons is not ex- 
haustive. Thus, it can hardly be doubted 
that the rule will be held to be imphedly 
excluded in a situation where the number 
of persons affected by a particular act or 
class of decision is so great as to make it 
manifestly impracticable for them all to bo 
given an opportunity to be heard by the 
competent authority before the decision 
takes effect The appropriate safeguard in 
such a case is to provide by statute an op- 
portimity for persons who consider them- 
selv'es especially aggriex'ed to be heard 
either hetore an administrative body or be- 
fore one of the ordinary Courts after the 
decision has taken effect A prior hearing 
is better than a subsequent hearing, but a 
subsequent hearing is better than no hear- 
ing at all.” 

If this safeguard as .sugeesfed by tlie learn-, 
ed author is adopted, tlie State Govern- 
ment may prowde for a rule tliat a provi- 
sional time-table may be fixed by the Re- 
gional Transport Autliority or by any per- 
son to whom tlie power is dele- 
gated by the Regional Transport 
Autliority and then a hearing m.iy 
he granted to all the opc.rators wlio 
are likely to be affected by the time-table 
and final" time-table may thereafter he drawn 


32. We may also mention that there is 
i remetiv provided in the Act itself where- 
ly the persons who are r.dvcrscli- affected 
ly a timc-fablc approved by the Regirmal 
r'ransport .Authority and tb.at reinctly is by 
i rexisioii petition before the State Tr.aas- 
lort A'lthoritv under Section Cl-A of the 
\ct. The Supreme Court has rtw.fjy int*"- 
iretcd Section 6-t-A in I-akshmi N’.irain v% 
State Transport Authority, U. P., MR 1933 
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SC 410, and has taken the view that Ae 
word “order” in Section 64-A is very wide 
in terms and that the only condition neces- 
sary for ^ng a revision is that it should be 
against an order made by the Re^ooal 
Transport Authority and against which no 
appeal lies. 

, 33. Now we take into consideration the 
second question raised before us and it is 
whether variation in the time-table is a 
variation in the condition of service. If we 
hold that variation of time-tahle is a varia- 
tion in the conition of permit, then the 
petitioner who is aggrieved against such 
variation shall have the right of appeal as 
laid down by this Court in Jairamdas v. 
Re^onal Transport Authority, Jodhpur, ILR 
(1957) 7 Raj 806 s= (AIR 1957. Ra| 312 
rJB.) under Section 64 (b) of the Act. 
Some High Courts have not taken this vievv 
about the interpretation of Section 84 ^), 
hut we are bound by our decision. 

34. The argument that the fixation of 
time-table must be taken to be a condition 
of permit is based on Section 43 (3) which 
lays down that the Regional Transport 
Authority may grant a permit and may, sub- 
ject to any rule that may he made under 
the Act, attach to the permit any one or 
more of the following conditions, namely: — 

(iii) that copies of the time-table of the 
service or of partici^ sta^e carriages ap- 
proved by the Regional Transport Autho- 
rity shall be exhibited on the vehides and 
at specified stands and halts on the route - 
or mthin the area ; 

(iv) that the serrice shall be operated 
within such martins of deviation fr^ the 
approved time-table as the Eegioaal Trans- 
port Authority may from time to time 
specify;”. 

35. Li the instant case, we do not know 
what were the conditions attached to the 
permits of non-petitioners Nos. 3 to 22 as 
copies of their permits have not been placed 
before us. It has been urged that it may 
be presumed that the conmtioas that the 
copy of the time-table is to be exhibited in 
the manner provided in Section 43 (3) (iii) 
^d that the service is to be operate with- 
in such margins of deviation from the ap- 
proved time-table as the Regional Trans- 
port Authority nuiy from tune to time 
specify as laid dovm in Section 48 (3) (iv) 
were attached to their permits. Granting 
that this is so, the entire thing mentioned 
in Section 48 (3) (iii) is the condition of 
service and so also about the thing men- 
tioned in Section 48 -(3) (iv) and approval 
of a time-table by a Retional Transport 
Authority may be an' act antecedent or even 
subsequent to *the act of granting pennit. 
Drawing up of a time-table or approvj of 
such a time-table does not by 4lsel£ be- 
come a condition of a permit Further, 
there is_nothing wrong when in the permit 
it is mentioned as a condition that the 
copies of the time-tahle of a jarticular stage 
carriage as the Hegioual Transport Autho- 
rity may from time to time fix shall be 


exhibited on the vehicle and at the sp^- 
fied stands and halts within the area- Simi- 
larly, there will be nothing wrong in attach- 
ing the condition to a pennit that the ser- 
vice sh^ be operated within particular mar- 
of deviation from the time-table ap- 
proved from time to time. As a matter of 
practical necessity, conditions, if attached 
in the above form, would be much more 
convenient to the smooth working of the en- 
tire system of passengw transport on 
the road. If tto is done, it cannot be said 
that if the time-table is varied, a condition 
of the pennit is in any way varied, because 
the emphasis in the first condition is with 
regmd to the exlribition and the emphasis 
of the second condition is with regB^ to 
punctuality. We have already drawn atten- 
tion to condition 12 which movides for 
fares and that condition is to be put in the 
form “that fare shall be charged in accord- 
ance with the approved fare-table” and it 
may be presumed t^t approved fare-table 
means fare-table approved from time to 
time. In the case of fares, after granting a 
permit, fare may be increased or decreased, 
still it cannot be said that condition of the 
permit is in any way varied. \Vhat is re- 
quired to confer a ri^t of appeal on an 
agtiicved person tmder Section 64 (a) is 
that he must be aggrieved by any variation 
of the condition. Thus, unless there Ss 
vari^on of the conditiocL there can be no 
right of appeal It may be that there may 
. be reference to a time-table in the condi- 
tioD attached to the pomit, but variation 
of the time-table may not amount to varia- 
tion of condition of pennit as discussed 
above. 

S3. We may go so Far as to hold that 
merely because a fixed time-tablo is men- 
tioned in a permit, it cannot be said that 
by variation of the time-table, there is a 
variati'OQ in the condition of the permit be- 
cause it is the exhibition part and punctua- 
lity aspect of the conditions wWch must 
be deemed to be the essential parts of these 
conditions and unless there is variation in 
these essential parts there Is no variation in 
the eye cf law. 

37. The Division Bench of the Madras 
Hiph Court in Kali Mudaliar v. Vedachala, 
AIR 1952 Mad 545, has observed as 
follows: 

"In our opinion, the time fixed by the 
Regional Transport Authority at the time of 
the of the pennit is not one of the 

conditions of the permit. The sections 
above referred to clearly Indicate what is 
meant by a condition attached to a stage 
carriage pennit Section 59 (3) mentions 
the conditions which shoold be attached to 
every permit and Section 43 (3) ^ves power 
to the Regional Transport Authority to 
attach to a pennit any one or more of the 
cozKiitions mentioned in sulxlauses (0 to 
(vi) of Section 48 (d). There may be also 
other conditions, but they should be in 
materia* with the conditions mention- 
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